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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

In the matter of the Application of

NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.
d/b/a NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS

Premises: Route 207, New Windsor, New York
Section 29, Block 1, Lot 26.11
X

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION BY
NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.
FOR A SPECIAL USE PERMIT AND SITE PLAN APPROVAL FOR
A WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY

I Introduction

Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications (“Nextel” or
“Applicant”) respectfully submits this memorandum in support of its application to
install a wireless telecommunications facility (“Facility”) on the property
(“Property”) located at Route 207, New Windsor, New York. The Facility will
consist of a one hundred fifty (150") foot monopole with panel antennas mounted
thereon, together with a two hundred forty (240) square foot equipment shelter at the
base thereof.

1L Statement of Facts

The Property is eighty four (84) acres in size, is known as Section 29,
Block 1, Lot 26.11 on the Town of New Windsor Tax Map, and is located in the
Office and Light Industry (OLI) Zoning District. The district is currently utilized by
a commercial storage facility. Pursuant to the Zoning Code of the Town of New
Windsor (hereinafter the “Zoning Code™), §48-9, entitled “Use Regulations”, and
§48-21(M), entitled Telecommunications towers (hereinafter the “Wireless Law™),
the Facility is permitted at the Property by special use permit and site plan approval
from the New Windsor Planning Board.

The proposed Facility will be utilized by Nextel to provide personal
wireless services to the Town of New Windsor (hereinafter the “Town”). The Facility
will consist of 2 one hundred fifty (150") foot monopole with twelve (12) small panel
antennas (each 48 inches high by 8 inches wide by 8.5 inches deep) mounted thereon,
together with a two hundred and forty (240") square foot equipment shelter at the base
thereof. A detailed site plan depicting the Facility, prepared by Tectonic Engineering
Consultants, P.C., dated April 26, 2001 (the “Site Plan”), is submitted herewith.
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III.  Public Utility Status

Under the laws of the State of New York, Nextel qualifies as a public
utility. See Cellular One v. Rosenberg, 82 NY2d 364 (1993) (hereinafter referred to
as "Rosenberg") and Cellular One v. Meyer, 607 NYS 2d 81 (2nd Dept. 1994). In
Rosenberg, supra, the Court of Appeals (New York’s highest court), held that
federally licensed wireless carriers, such as Nextel, provide an essential public
service, and are therefore publlc utilities in the State of New York. Public utilities
are accorded favored treatment in zoning matters.

Nextel’s status as a public utility is underscored by the fact that its
services are an important part of the national telecommunications infrastructure and
will be offered to all persons that require advanced digital wireless communications
services, including local businesses, public safety entities, and the general public.

In addition to its status as a public utility, kindly note that Nextel is
licensed by the Federal Communications Commissions ("FCC"). The FCC requires
Nextel, as a provider of enhanced specialized mobile radio services, to complete the
construction and build-out of its wireless network and fill coverage gaps in its
federally licensed service area, which includes the Town of New Windsor. Nextel’s
specialized mobile radio system combines voice, data and text messaging, enabling
it to provide mobile telephone, paging and dispatch service through a single handset.
Nextel's service is, therefore, unique, and provides great flexibility to public and
private users.

There is also a public need for Nextel’s service, as evidenced by the
granting of a license by the FCC. Such a grant constitutes a finding that the public
interest will be served by Nextel’s services and is consistent with the public policy
of the United States "to make available so far as possible, to all people of the United
States a rapid, efficient, nationwide and world-wide wire and radio communication
service with adequate facilities at reasonable charges, for the purpose of national
defense, for the purpose of promoting safety of life and property through the use of
wire and radio communication . . . [.]" 47 U.S.C. §151.

Please also note that under the Federal Communications Act of 1934,
as revised in 1993, Nextel is subject to FCC regulation as commercial mobile
services ("CMS") common carrier. See 47 U.S.C. §332. A CMS common carrier
must provide service in all parts of its coverage area, upon reasonable request.
Therefore, to fulfill its common carrier and public utility obligations, Nextel must be
able to serve all parts of New Windsor.



The instant application is filed in furtherance of the goals and
objectives established by Congress under the federal Telecommunications Act of
1996. The federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 is "an unusually important
legislative enactment," establishing national public policy in favor of encouraging
"rapid deployment of new telecommunications technologies (emphasis supplied)."
Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844 (1997). The federal Telecommunications Act of 1996
builds upon the federal regulatory framework for commercial mobile [radio] services
which Congress established in 1993, and which was designed to “foster the growth
and development of mobile services that, by their nature, operate without regard to
state lines as an integral part of the national telecommunications infrastructure.”
H.R. Rep. No. 103-111, 103d Cong., 1st Sess. 260 (1993) (emphasis added).

IV.  The Proposed Facility Meets the Standards for a Special Use Permit

The instant application respectfully requests special use permit
approval in accordance with the specific standards set forth in §§48-21(M) of the
Wireless Law, the specific site development plan standards set forth in §48-19 of the
Zoning Code, and the special permit standards set forth in §48-19.1 of the Zoning
Code, as applicable to the proposed Facility.

A special permit use is permitted as of right when the applicant has
demonstrated compliance with the applicable standards. See Matter of North Shore
Steak House v. Board of Appeals of Inc. Vil. of Thomaston, 30 N.Y.2d 238 (1972).
In reviewing the proposal, the following factors are offered for consideration in
accordance with the Wireless Law and Zoning Code:

A. Sections 48-21(M)(5)-(21) of the Wireless Law:

1. Wireless Law - Shared Use Requirement:

Pursuant to the Wireless Law, the Planning Board may consider a new
telecommunications tower when the applicant demonstrates that shared use of
existing tall structures and existing or approved towers is impractical. As required by
Sections 48-21(MX(5), (6) and (7) of the Wireless Law, attached hereto and made a
part hereof as Exhibit 1 is the affidavit of Carlo Saenz, a real estate consultant for
Nextel employed by Network Development Consulting (hereinafter the “Saenz
Affidavit”). The Saenz Affidavit inventories all existing tall structures and towers
within a two (2) mile distance of the proposed site, and reports that despite good-faith
efforts, all existing alternate structures are not viable due to the physical and
technical restraints of the structures and locations, or in the case of the existing
WGNY tower, the unwillingness of the property owner to enter into a lease
agreement with Nextel.



In addition, as set forth in the affidavit by Nextel radio frequency
engineer Dominick Scaramuzzino (hereinafter the “Scaramuzzino Affidavit”),
attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit 2, the available structures within
the two (2) mile radius of the proposed Facility are impractical from a technical
standpoint as the sites would not remedy Nextel’s significant gap in reliable
coverage in the vicinity of the proposed Facility. The Scaramuzzino Affidavit also
demonstrates the need for the proposed Facility in order to remedy Nextel’s
significant gap in reliable coverage, and provides technical data regarding existing
signal coverage.

Finally, pursuant to the requirements of Section 48-21(M)(8) of the
Wireless Law, attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit 3 is a letter of intent
from Nextel. The letter commits Nextel to negotiate in good faith for the shared use
ofthe proposed tower by a reasonable number of other telecommunications providers
in the future. Hence while shared usage in the vicinity of the proposed Facility is
currently impracticable, by approving the Facility the Planning Board would further
the Town’s objective of minimizing the number of telecommunications towers in the
community by encouraging shared use of the proposed Facility.

2. Witreless Law - Site Plan Review; Submission Requirements:

Pursuant to Section 48-21(M)9) of the Wireless Law, the submitted
site plan complies with §48-19 of the Zoning Code, and depicts all relevant existing
and proposed structures and improvements. As required, additional supporting
documentation includes a complete long EAF and visual environmental assessment
form, which are collectively attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit 4. In
addition, the Scaramuzzino Affidavit outlines the proposed use and justification for
the height of the proposed tower.

3, Lot size and setbacks:

The proposed Facility is located on a single eighty-four (84) acre
parcel with substantial setbacks, thereby sufficiently containing any feasible ice-fall

. or debris from tower failure, and also preserving the privacy of the adjoining

properties. The monopole setback from the nearest property line is five hundred and
ten (510') feet, much greater than the required seventy-five (75") feet (half of the
height of the proposed one hundred fifty (150') foot monopole). Additionally, all
equipment and utility structures more than comply with the minimum setback
requirements for the OLI district in which the proposed Facility is located.



4, Visual Impact Assessment, Tower design and Screening:

A Visual Analysis, prepared by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually
Real, Inc., dated May 2001, is attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit 5.
The Visual Analysis, composed of pictorial representations from key viewpoints in
the vicinity of the proposed Facility, and based upon ‘crane test’ photos taken on
May 15, 2001, demonstrates that the Facility will not have any significant adverse
visual impact on the surrounding area.

First, the proposed Facility will be camouflaged by both vegetation
and design in order to minimize any aesthetic impact associated with the Facility to
the maximum extent possible. Specifically, the existing vegetation surrounding the
Facility location, will be supplemented by a six (6") foot high fence with green vinyl
slats and a proposed dense landscaped buffer, consisting of six (6") foot evergreen
trees. This proposed dense buffer has been designed to create an effective year-round
visual buffer in all directions surrounding the Facility. Moreover, the proposed one
hundred fifty (150") foot monopole has been is designed with a galvanized finish that
minimizes its degree of visual impact, and is appreciated for its ability to visually
blend with the sky. The proposed monopole is also designed to accommodate future
shared users, thereby further limiting any additional visual impact necessitated by
future communications towers in the vicinity.

Second, to further limit any impact, as certified in the Scaramuzzino
Affidavit, the proposed tower is designed at the minimum height necessary to allow
Nextel to remedy its significant gap in reliable coverage in the vicinity of the Facility
and within the Town. A study dated May 17, 2001, attached hereto and made a part
hereof as Exhibit 6, found that due to the proximity of Stewart Airport, the proposed
Facility technically requires FAA lighting. However, an application for a lighting
waiver has been filed with the FAA on the basis that the nearby approximately two
hundred (200") foot tall lighted WGNY radio tower provides sufficient aviation
warning for the lower tower height of the proposed Facility.

Third, the proposed two hundred forty (240") square foot equipment
shelter is designed with an aggregate finish to blend in with the natural surroundings.
Also, no retail or commercial signs will be installed on the Facility whatsoever. The
only signage proposed shall be a no-trespassing sign on the proposed six (6') foot
stockade fence, together with a twenty-four hour emergency telephone number
posted adjacent to the entry gate. Thus as noted above, the Facility will be effectively
screened from the surrounding area by the existing and proposed fencing and
vegetation, and is designed to minimize any adverse visual and aesthetic impact
associated with the proposed Facility, in the OLI district in which it is located, or in
an surrounding areas.



5. Access and Parking:

Adequate emergency and service assess is provided to the proposed
Facility through a proposed gravel access drive. Additionally, a proposed
‘turnaround’ with a 10" x 20' parking space will provide adequate emergency and
service access, and provide for the approximately once a month maintenance visits
to the Facility.

6. Fencing:

Pursuant to Section 48-21(M)(17) of the Wireless Law, the proposed
Facility will be adequately enclosed by six (6') foot high fence, with an additional
one (1') foot barbed wire extension. The fence will be fitted with green vinyl slats to
provide additional protection and screening. A twelve (12') foot wide gate will
provide suitable access for emergency purposes.

7. Safety Standards

First, the proposal will comply with the FCC Guidelines regarding
health and safety, as evidenced by a report (“E&K Report”) from RF Emissions
Experts of Edwards & Kelcey, which is attached hereto and made a part hereof as
Exhibit 8. The E&K Report establishes that the Facility will be in complete
compliance with all applicable FCC standards. In particular, the E&K Report notes
that any human exposure to the electromagnetic energy from the proposed Nextel
antennas, even under the “worst case” conditions, will be 0.384% of the exposure
limits established by the FCC as required by the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Second, as noted above, the Facility shall be secured by a seven (7')
foot high total fence and barbed wire barrier to prevent public access to, climbing
upon, or other trespass on the Facility. This barrier, along with the substantial
Facility setbacks noted above, will also protect the public from any falling or
blowing ice and other debris.

8. Intermunicipal notification for new towers:

Pursuant to Section 48-21(M)(20) of the Wireless Law, each
municipality bordering the Town, the Orange County Planning Department, and the
Orange County Emergency Communications Department were notified in writing.
The notifications include the location of the proposed Facility and a general
description of the project. Documentation of this notification is attached hereto and
made a part hereof as Exhibit 8.



B.

Section 48-19 of the Zoning Code-Site Plan Review

Section 48-19.1 of the Zoning Code-Sp' ecial Permits

Application Filing Requirements:

It is respectfully submitted that the proposal complies with the site

plan and special permit requirements set forth in §48-19 and §48-19.1 of the Zoning
Code. The proposal takes into consideration the public health, safety and welfare,
and the comfort and convenience of the public in general and the residents of the
immediate neighborhood in particular, since the proposal will comply with the
general objectives set forth in §48-19 and §48-19.1 as follows:

Fire and police protection. All proposed structures, equipment or
material shall be readily accessible for fire and police protection from
Toleman Road, via the proposed improved gravel access drive.

Harmony. The Facility will be in such location, size and character
that, in general, it will be in harmony with the appropriate and orderly
development of the district in which it is proposed to be situated and
will not be detrimental to the orderly development of adjacent
properties in accordance with the zoning classification of such
properties. This is due to the proposed Facility location in the OLI
commercial zoning district on the eighty-four (84) acre Property. The
district is currently utilized for a commercial storage facility. In
addition, the monopole is proposed at a the minimum necessary
height of one hundred fifty (150") feet, and will comply with all other
bulk and setback requirements. Furthermore, the proposed use will
not generate any type of environmental pollution, including vibration,
noise, light, electrical discharges, odors, smoke, dirt, refuse or
irritants, on the Property or adjacent properties or streets.

Environmental considerations. It is respectfully submitted that the
proposed use will not have a significant impact on the environment,
for several reasons. First, the Facility complies with all required
setbacks and dimensional requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.
Second, all natural features of the Site will be preserved, and in fact
a comprehensive landscaped buffer will be installed to further screen
the Facility. Third, the Facility is unmanned and does not require
water supply, waste disposal or any other public services. Moreover,
drainage will not be impacted by the Facility, due to the proposed
gravel access drive and gravel surfacing around the Facility, as well
as the proposed soil erosion control plan, including the installation of
a silt fence during construction.



Moreover, the Facility will comply with the specific design

requirements for site plan and special permit approval as follows:

Traffic Access. All proposed traffic accesses are adequate but not
excessive in number; adequate in width, grade, alignment and
visibility; not located too near street corners or other places of public
assembly; and safe, due to the Facility’s location toward the middle
of the Property, which is readily accessible via a proposed gravel
access drive which will connect to Toleman Road. In addition, the
Facility layout is such that any vehicular traffic to and from the
Property will not be hazardous or inconvenient to, or incongruous
with, any surrounding residential district traffic nor conflict with the
traffic of the neighborhood.

Circulation and Parking. Adequate off-street parking and loading
spaces are provided to prevent parking in public streets of vehicles of
any person connected with or visiting the Facility, and the interior
circulation system is adequate to provide safe accessibility into and
within the Property. The Facility is unmanned and does not generate
any additional traffic nor require additional off-street parking, with
the exception of the maintenance visits of approximately once per
month. There is ample off-street parking for Nextel’s personnel to
accommodate the monthly maintenance visits. Moreover, no loading
areas are required nor proposed in connection with the Facility.
Finally, the existing interior circulation system is adequate to provide
safe access into and within the Property for such monthly
maintenance visits.

Landscaping and Screening. All parking and service areas on the
Property will be reasonably screened during all seasons of the year
from the view of adjacent residential lots and streets, due to the
existing vegetation on the Property and the extensive additional
landscaping proposed by the Applicant. In addition, the general
landscaping of the Property will be in harmony with that generally
prevailing in the neighborhood, since the proposed landscaping will
consist of evergreen species. Finally, all existing trees over eight (8)
inches in diameter will be preserved in connection with the Facility.

Character and Appearance. The character and appearance of the
proposed Facility will be in general harmony with the character and

appearance of the surrounding neighborhood and that of the Town of
New Windsor, and will not adversely affect the general welfare of the
inhabitants of the Town of New Windsor, since the Facility will be
effectively camouflaged by existing vegetation, proposed
landscaping, and the design of the Facility to blend in with the
existing vegetation and structures in the area.
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In fact, the proposal will actually enhance the surrounding area by
providing improved communications to residents and businesses.
Thus, only a desirable change will be produced by the grant of the
special use permit. By granting the requested approvals, the Planning
Board will enable the Applicant to serve the neighborhood and
benefit the entire community, by offering a wireless
telecommunications alternative, which is particularly well suited for
responding to accidents, natural disasters, and for reporting medical
emergencies and other dangers such as potential criminal activity.

Specifically, wireless phones are essential for protecting public
health, safety and welfare, particularly by providing mobile access to
911 services. This fact is conclusively documented by the most
recent survey of the Cellular Telecommunications Industry
Association (“CTIA”), a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit
9, together with several recent letters to area newspapers describing
the public benefit of mobile phones. Based upon information
provided by police agencies, the CTIA survey documents that 51
million wireless calls were made to 911 or other emergency services
during the year 2000--an average of 140,000 calls per day or 96
calls per minute. Since most emergency calls from wireless phones
are to report accidents and other emergencies, it is clear that a gap in
wireless coverage deprives a community of a vital tool to report
crimes, accidents, fires, medical emergencies, and other threats to
public health, safety and welfare. In fact, Nextel recently donated
245 wireless phones to the National American Red Cross for disaster
relief support (see News Release included in Exhibit 9 hereto). Thus,
any potential impact on the community created by the approvals is
minimal and of no significant adverse effect.

Conclusion

By granting the requested approvals, the Planning Board will create
a benefit not only to Nextel, by permitting it to comply with its mandate to provide
reliable coverage, but also to the neighborhood, by providing greater efficiency to
local businesses, residents and public service entities. Any potential impact on the
community created by the proposal has been shown to be minimal and of no
significant adverse effect.



WHEREFORE, for all of the foregoing reasons, Nextel respectfully
requests that the Planning Board issue a negative declaration under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and grant the requested Special Use Permit and
Site Plan approvals forthwith.

Dated: June 6, 2001
Tarrytown, New York
Respectfully submitted,
Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
94 White Plains Road

Tarrytown, NY 10591

DASSDATA\WPDATA\SS6\NEXTEL\ZONING\New Windsor\2035 Pro PB Memo.wpd
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

In the matter of the Application of

Affidavit
NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.
d/b/a NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS

Premises: Rock Tavern Industrial Park
Route 207
New Windsor, New York
Section 29, Block 1, Lot 26.11

State of New York )
) ss.:
County of Rockland )

CARLO SAENZ, being duly sworn, depdses and says:

1. I am a real estate consultant for Nextel of New York, Inc.,
doing business as Nextel Communications (“Nextel”). I am employed by Network

Development Consulting, 572 Route 303, Blauvelt, New York.

2. Irespectfully submit this affidavit in support of the application
by Nextel, for approval from this Honorable Board, for the installation of a new
telecommunications tower (“Facility”) at the property located at the Rock Tavern
Industrial Park, Route 27, New Windsor, New York (“Site”). The Facility consists
of a one hundred fifty (150") foot monopole with twelve (12) small Nextel panel
antennas mounted thereto, together with a two hundred forty (240) square foot
equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Site is located in the Office and Light
Industry (OLI) Zoning District, wherein the Facility is permitted by special permit

from the Planning Board.



3. This affidavit represents the survey of existing structures and
towers required by Sections 48-21.M.5, 6 and 7 of the Town of New Windsor Zoning

Code (“Zoning Code”).

4. As set forth in the enclosed affidavit of Dominick Scaramuzzino
(“Scaramuzzino Affidavit”), a radio frequency engineer employed by Nextel, Nextel
currently has a significant gap in reliable coverage in the Town of New Windsor, and the
proposed Facility will remedy the significant gap in Nextel’s coverage, while providing

for the future shared use of the Facility by other wireless telecommunications carriers.

5. In accordance with Sections 48-21.M.5, 6 and 7 of the Zoning
Code, I have performed a two (2) mile survey around the area of the proposed Site,
within which Nextel currently has a significant gap in coverage. The purpose of this
survey was to determine whether there are any existing tall structures above 35 feet and
existing or approved towers within the two (2) mile radius, which could be utilized for
the installation of the Facility. This survey discovered only three (3) possible alternative
structures, all of which proved impractical. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a map

showing these three (3) potential alternative locations, as well as the proposed Site.



3. This affidavit represents the survey of existing structures and
towers required by Sections 48-21.M.5, 6 and 7 of the Town of New Windsor Zoning

Code (“Zoning Code”).

4. As set forth in the enclosed affidavit of Dominick Scaramuzzino
(“Scaramuzzino Afﬁd;cwit”), a radio frequency engineer employed by Nextel, Nextel
currently has a significant gap in reliable coverage in the Town of New Windsor, and the
proposed Facility will remedy the significant gap in Nextel’s coverage, while providing

for the future shared use of the Facility by other wireless telecommunications carriers.

5. In accordance with Sections 48-21.M.5, 6 and 7 of the Zoning
Code, I have performed a two (2) mile survey around the area of the proposed Site,
within which Nextel currently has a significént gap in coverage. The purpose of this
survey was to determine whether there are any existing tall structures above 35 feet and
existing or approved towers within the two (2) mile radius, which could be utilized for
the installation of the Facility. This survey discovered only three (3) possible alternative
structures, all of which proved impractical. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a map

showing these three (3) potential alternative locations, as well as the proposed Site.



6. The first possible alternative location consists of a sixty (60') foot
guyed lattice tower attached to the building at Dynamic Plumbing, on Route 207. This
existing structure is of insufficient height to remedy the significant gap in reliable
coverage currently experienced by Nextel in the Town of New Windsor, as demonstrated
by the enclosed Scaramuzzino Affidavit. Thus, in order to meet Nextel’s coverage
requirements, as well as address the structural instability of the existing tower, the
existing tower would have to be replaced with a new taller monopole, and moved away
from the building. However, there is insufficient area on the property for such a new
monopole, and in any event, such a new monopole would not meet the necessary lot
setbacks required under the Zoniﬁg Code. Thus, this location is not a feasible alternative

to the proposed Site.

7. The next possible alternative location consists of approximately
forty (40") foot high electrical transmission poles on Toleman Road. These poles have
insufficient height upon which Nextel could iﬂstall its antennas in order to remedy the
significant gap in reliable coverage currently experienced by Nextel in the Town of New
Windsor, as demonstrated by the Scaramuzzino Affidavit. Thus, this location is not a

feasible alternative to the proposed Site.

8. The third location consists of an approximately two hundred (200')
foot guyed WGNY radio tower, located off of Toleman Road. Although Mr.
Scaramuzzino has informed me that this tower could be utilized to remedy Nextel’s

significant gap in coverage, WGNY has indicated that it is not interested in leasing space



on the tower to Nextel. Since February, 2001, I have made both verbal and written
inquiries to WGNY regarding Nextel’s interest in entering into a lease agreement with
WGNY. Attached hereto as Exhibit B are copies of my initial letter to WGNY, dated
February 22, 2001; my follow-up letter dated April 22, 2001; and my final letter dated
May 36, 2001. To date, no written responses have been received from WGNY, and all
verbal responses were negative. Thus, this location is not a feasible alternative to the

proposed Site.

9. Since all three (3) of the potential alternate locations within the
two (2) mile radius of the proposed Facility have been proven to be impractical, the
proposed new telecommunications tower is required at the Site to remedy the significant

gap in reliable coverage currently experienced by Nextel in the Town of New Windsor.



Conclusion

Based on the foregoing, I respectfully request that the application by
Nextel should be favorably considered by this Honorable Board, and the requested

approvals should be granted forthwith.

Respectfully submitted,

CARBOSAENZ ~ )

Sworn to before mg this
day ofr.gt%m SETH M. MANDELBAUM
NOTARY PUBLIC, State of New York
No. 02MA5078845
3 Qualified in Queens County
otary Public Commision Expires June 2, 12?:
3



Inventory of structures in a 2 mile radius of the proposed site.

Map of area with the two structures the proposed site:
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N D ™\ Network Development | e 484800030
consu”'ng ’ ,"'c 572 Route 303 - Blauvelt - ?\lxéw York - 10913

February 22, 2001

Mr. Robert Maines
WGNY

PO BOX 2307 ,
Newburgh, NY 12550

RE: Proposal for Placement of Radio Communications Sites “Facilities” at the -
WGNY tower located at 535 Toleman Rd.

- Dear Mr. Maines;

As we discussed, I am a Real Estate Specialist with Network Development
Consulting, LLC (“NDC”). Nextel of New York, Inc., d/b/a Nextel Communications
(“Nextel”) has contracted Network Development Consulting for the purposes of
identifying and acquiring locations for the placement of Cellular Telecommunication

fac:htles in Orange County.

Nextel is interested in negotiating a lease agreement for ground and tower space
at the WGNY tower located at 535 Toleman Rd, Rock Tavern, NY. The space required
would be approximately 240 square feet (12 x 20 feet) located at the base of the tower.
Nextel will place a prefabricated equipment shelter, approximately 200 square feet (12
feet x 20 feet) within the leased area. The site will be enclosed by a chain link fence and
will be landscaped. In addition Nextel will place 12 panel antennas on the Tower.
Nextel will require the design specifications for the tower to determine if the tower will
support Nextel’s equipment. The site will be unmanned and only require electnc and
telephone service.

Fortheﬁghttoleasespacefortheproposedinstallatioﬁ,NEXTELiswiIlingto
pay a rental fee of $ 1,200.00 per month for the above mentioned lease.

Nextel standardleaseAgreememsnsforanlmualtermofﬁve(S)ywsw:thfour
(4) - five (5) year renewals. I have enclosed a draft of a standard NEXTEL Lease
Agreement for your review and consideration. Pleasecontactmethhanyquestlons or
comments you may have. My phone # is (845) 680-0030 ext 306. .

I appreciate ybur time and consideration of this matter.




' Network Development Prone; 8456800030
p . 845-680-0044
N D c Consulting, LLC : 572 Route 303 - Blauvelt - New York - 10913
April 11, 2001
Mr. Robert Maines -
WGNY -
PO BOX 2307
Newburgh, NY 12550

RE: Proposal for Placement of Radio Communications Sites “Facilities” at the
WGNY tower located at S35 Toleman Rd.

Dear Mr. Maines;

Isent you a proi)osal on February 22, 2001. I have not received a iwponse, ifldo -
not receive a response by April 20, 2001, Nextel will pursue alternative sites.

1 appreciate your time and consideration of this matter.




N D Network Development Pronc: 45 660.0030
Consulfmg, Ll-c 572 Route 303 Blauvelt - New York - 10913
May 30, 2001
Mr. Robert Maines
WGNY
PO Box 2307

Newburgh, NY 12550

RE: Proposal for Placement of Radio Communications Sites “Facilities” at WGNY
tower located at 535 Toleman Rd.

. . As you recall, I previously contacted you both verbally and by letters dated

February 22, 2001 and April 11, 2001, to express Nextel’s interest in entering into a lease
agreement for the installation of Nextel’s antennas and ground equipment at the WGNY
tower referenced above. While you verbally indicated that WGNY is not interested in
entering into such an agreement, I have no written confirmation of WGNY’s lack of
interest. - If WGNY is still not interested in entering into a lease agreement with Nextel,
kindly confirm same by signing and dating this letter, and returning the letter by fax at
(845)680-0044 and in the provided stamped envelope.

In the event WGNY is now interested in entering into a lease agreement with
Nextel, please contact me at your earliest possﬂ)le convenience at 845-680-0030 ext.
306. .

. Consultant for Nextel
Communications.

I hereby attest to WGNY’s lack of interest
in entering into a lease agreement with Nextel.

Robert Mamcs for WGNY.

Dated




PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

In the matter of the Application of
Affidavit

NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.
d/b/a NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS

Premises: Rock Tavern Industnal Park
Route 207
New Windsor, New York
Section 29, Block 1, Lot 26.11

State of New York )
) ss.:
County of Westchester )

DOMINICK SCARAMUZZINO, being duly swomn, deposes and says:

1. I am a radio frequency engineer employed by Nextel of New
York, Inc., doing business as Nextel Communications (“Nextel”). As a radio
frequency engineer, I am trained to identify gaps in coverage in wireless
communications systems and to assess the ability of proposed antenna sites to

remedy gaps in signal coverage.

2. I respectfully submit this affidavit in support of the application
by Nextel, for approval from this Honorable Board, for the installation of a new
telecommunications tower (“Facility”) at the property located at the Rock Tavern
Industrial Park, Route 207, New Windsor, New York (“Site”). The Facility consists
of a one hundred fifty (150") foot monopole with twelve (12) small Nextel panel
antennas mounted thereto, together with a two hundred forty (240) square foot

equipment shelter at the base thereof.



3. This afﬁdévit, together with the enclosed affidavit by Carlo
Saenz (“Saenz Affidavit”), demonstrates the need for the proposed Facility, provides
data regarding signal coverage, and investigates the technical fcasability of locating
on existing structures and towers, as required by Sections 48-21.M.5, 6, 7 and 9(b)

of the Town of New Windsor Zoning Code (“Zoning Code”).

Need for the Site

4. Nextel is authon'_zed by the Federal Communications
Commission (“FCC”) to build a wireless communications system that will provide
coverage for the Town of New Windsor (“Town”). A copy of Nextel’s current FCC
license that authorizes Nextel to provide service to the Town and sets forth the
frequency spectrum to be used at the proposed site, is attached hereto and made a part

hereof as Exhibit A.

5. Nextel currently has a significant gap in reliable coverage in
the Town. A gap in coverage is evidenced by the inability to adequately transmit or
to rccejve calls, or by the interruption or disconnection of calls. The gap in coverage
that exists in the Town prevents Nextel from providing reliable wireless coverage to
current and future public and private users of its mobile radio communications

system, including police, fire, ambulance and emergency response personnel.



6. I was able to confirm Nextel’s gap in wireless service within
the Town of New Windsor through computer modeling using Mobile Systems

International PLANET (“PLANET”) software.

7. PLANET software is a predictive modeling tool which
identifies areas where sufficient coverage will exist, and where it will not. Attached
hereto as Exhibit B is the PLANET map which indicates the significant gap in

Nextel’s coverage in the vicinity of the Site.

The Proposed Site Will Remedy the Gap in Coverage
and is Proposed at the Minimum Height Necessary

8. Natural and man made features, such as large buildings,
hills, trees, ridge lines and mountains, all effect the way a signal travels, and can
distort or obstruct radio signals. Radio signals will either bounce off, bounce back
or be absorbed by these obstructions. These constraints severely limit the

suitability of sites for purposes of remedying a gap in signal coverage.

9. The Site takes into account the foregoing topographic
constraints and will remedy the gap in Nextel’s coverage that currently exists in the
Town of New Windsor. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a PLANET map, which
indicates that the proposed facility, at an antenna centerline of one hundred forty-
eight (148') feet, will remedy Nextel’s significant gap in coverage in the vicinity

of the Site.



10.  Inaddition, attached hereto as Exhibit D is another PLANET
map depicting the proposed Facility at a lower antf;nna cen;;el;line of ninety-eight
(98") feet. This map indicates that the lower height would not remedy Nextel’s
significant gap in coverage within the Town, and thus the proposed antenna
centerline height of one hundred forty-eight (148') feet is the minimum height

necessary to provide adequate coverage in the vicinity of the Site.

Alternative Locations

11.  Although the Site will remedy Nextel’s significant gap in
reliable coverage in the vicinity, per the requirements of the Zoning Code I
reviewed two (2) additional alternative sites with existing tall structures or towers
to determine whether such alternative sites would remedy Nextel’s gap in
coverage. As specified by the Saenz Affidavit, these are the only existing tall
structures within a two (2) mile radius that maybe available for leasing by Nextel.

Specifically:

A. Dynamic Plumbing Lattice Tower: This site consists of a
sixty (60') foot high lattice tower attached to the building at Dynamic Plumbing,
on Route 207. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a PLANET map overlay depicting
potential coverage from a sixty (60') foot height on the existing lattice tower. Due
to its lower height and location west of the proposed Site, the Dynamic Plumbing
Lattice Tower is not a feasible alternative, since it would not remedy Nextel’s

significant gap in coverage in the vicinity of the proposed Site. Specifically, as



demonstrated by Exhibit E, this alternative would not provide any coverage to the
central portion of the Town, and would not cover County Route 54 / Drury Lane
or the central and eastern section of Route 207 within the Town. Thus, this

location is not a feasible alternative to the proposed Site.

B. Transmission Poles: This location consists of approximately
forty (40") foot high electrical transmission poles on Toleman Road. Attached hereto
as Exhibit F is a PLANET map overlay depicting potential coverage from the
available forty (40') foot height on these poles. Due to their lower height, these
alternatives would not remedy Nextel’s significant gap in reliable coverage in the
vicinity of the proposed Site, as demonstrated by Exhibit F. This location would
result in a large coverage gap along County Route 54 / Drury Lane and on Route

207. Thus, this location is not a feasible alternative to the proposed Site.

Conclusion

12. Based on the foregoing data and analysis, it is my
professional opinion that: (i) there exists a significant gap in Nextel’s reliable
wireless coverage in the Town; (ii) the Site is an ideal location, because its
elevation and location will enable Nextel to eliminate the gap in coverage and
provide reliable wireless service in the central portion of the Town, while utilizing
a commercial property in the permitted Office and Light Industry zoning district;
and (iii) the two (2) available alternative locations are not feasible alternatives to

the proposed Site.



Based on the foregoing, the requested approvals should be granted forthwith.

Sworn to before me this
19" day of June, 2001

PATRICIA LARGE”
Notary Public. State of New York
Mo. 01145027185
Cuafifizd 1in Rronx County

Commlal oo L2 tra Juss 28, 20, {



Federal Communications Commission
Gettysburg, PA 17325-7245

RADIO STATION LICENSE

Licenses Name: NEXTEL LICENSE HOLDINGS 1 INC
DBA NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS

Radio Service YX TRUNKED SMRS

WPFF237

Frequency Advisory No./Service Area:

9807D111449

Calt Sigm File Number:

License Issue Date: 11/17/1998

Licensa Expiration Oate: 07/22/2001

Pagers X X X X X X %

CONTROL POINTS: 1505 FAR!f CREDIT DR MC LEAN
CONIROL POINT PHDNE 703-’394—3000 ;

SPECIAL COND: SEZE ATTACHED #35, SE’ AUTHORIZES USE OF:

ONLY THOSE DISCRETE
FREQUENCIES ALREADY GRAN‘IED TO THE:LICENSEE AND LIMITS OPERATION TO EXISTI'NG

. . 981117M 682 1 12
NEXTEL  LICENSE HOLDINGS 1 INC DBA
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
1505 FARM CREDIT DR
MC LEAN . VA 22102
REGULATORY STATUS: CMRS
FCC Frequencies Statian |No. of Emission %‘:;::: E.R.P Ground | Ant. Hgt. Antenna Antenna
1O, (MHz} Class | Units Oesignator (Watts) {Watrs) tleva To Tip Latitude Longitude
G: 851.00000-FB2J 400 : 20KOF2D -i 100.000 1000
866.00000 20KOF3E
20KOWTW
806.00000-FX1J 9999 20KOF2D 35.000 35.000
821.00000 20KQF3E
20KOW7W
806.00000-H0 9999 20KOF2D 35.000 i 35.000
821.00000 20KOF3E
20KOWTW
AREA OF OPERATION
SLTE G: US STATEWIDE

are not placed

granted. EXCEPTIONS: 1)

SERVIICE AREAS WHERE THE LICENSEE H@LDS AUTHORIZATION FOR TEE FREQUENCIES. SUCH
AUTHORIZATION I$ QUBJEC'I‘ '1'0 CHANGE OR TO CANCELLLATION IN ITS ’NTIRETY AT ANY TIME
BY THE COHHISSION. i

STA'EION CLASS SU'F“IX c = INTEQCONHE:CT

STA'ISION CLASS SlEFFIx J = TEMPORARY WITH IN'IERCONNE:CT‘

STA‘PION CLASS SU‘EFIX K = STAND-BYEWITH INTERCONNECT

STATION CLASS SUFFIX L = ITINERANT WITH INTERCONNECT:

The latltude/longltud.. are autnotlzed in North Amencan Datum 1927 (NAD27).
ddlt*onally, the antenna: height te tip, qroamd eleva.tlon, AAT and area of
peration units gre %utnqr;zed in metric.

MISSION DESIGNATOR(S) CONVERTED TQ CONFORM TO DE:SIGN;\TOR(S

SET DUT IN PART 2 OF THE COHHISSIO! S RULES.:

PAGE. 1 OF 1
This authorization becomes invalid and must be returned to the Commission if the stations

in operation within aight months, uniess an extension of time has been
800 MHz trunked and certain 300 MHz station licenses cancel
sutomatically if not constructed within | year 23 IVDS authorizations sutomartically cancel
if service is not made available in accordance with Section 35.833as) of the Commission’s
Rules 3 There are no time limitations for placing GMRS stations in operation.

FCC S74-L

April 1998



Doan Hill Road

0579 New Windsor, NY 160' Lattice Tower 128
Ridge Road A \

0568 Hamptonbur gh, NY 206" Lattice Tower 178
Rt. 208 ' : 4 1

0577 Walden, NY 180" Lattice Tower 144
0574 Ridge Avenue 115' Water Tank 113

Newburgh, NY

Fém Avenue
Newburgh, NY

100' Lattice Tower

37 Clove Road
Blooming Grove, NY

124' Water Tank

2035

Rock Tavem Industri;':\l Park
Route 207
New Windsor, NY

Proposed
150' Monopole

“Dynamic Plumbing

n/a Route 207 60' Lattice Tower 60"
New Windsor, NY
n/a Toleman Road 40' Power Pole 40"

New Windsor, NY
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Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project or action may
be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequently, there are aspects of
It is also understood that those who determine significance may have little or no

In addition, many who have

a project that are subjective or unmeasurable.
formal knowledge of the environment or may not be technically expert in environmental analysis.

617.20 | UI?(), 235)

Appendix A
State Environmental Quality Review
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

knowledge in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting the question of significance.

process has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible enough to allow introduction of information to fit a project or action.

The full EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project

data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. it provides
guidance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-

large impact. The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potennally-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the

impact is actually important.

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE -- Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: X1 Part 1 Xl Part 2 [1 Part 3

Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting
information, and considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the lead
agency that:

& A. The project will not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is one which will not
have a significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration will be prepared.

O 8. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant
effect for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required,
therefore a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.*

o c. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact
on the environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared.

*A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions

Name of Action
Nextel Wireless Telecommunications Facility

Name of Lead Agency
Town of New Windsor Planning Board

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from responsible officer)

Date




PART 1--PROJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect on the
environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered as part of the
application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional information you believe
will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

it is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve new studies,
research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify each instance.

Name of Action .

Nextel Wireless Telecommunications Facility

Location of Action (include Street Address, Municipality and County)

Route 207, Town of New Windsor, Orange County, NY

Name of Applicant/Sponsor Business Telephone

Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications (914) 421-2600

Address

One North Broadway, 2™ floor

City/PO State Zip Code
White Plains NY 10601
Name of Ownerl{if different) Business Telephone

Rock Tavern Village LP (845) 786-6000

Address

614 Little Britain Road

City/PO State Zip Code
New Windsor NY 12553
Description of Action

Installation of a prefabricated 12° x 20° unmanned equipment shelter at grade and twelve {12) panel antennas
mounted on a proposed 150’ monopole.

Piease Complete Each Question--Indicate N.A. if not applicable
A. SITE DESCRIPTION

Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.

1. Present land use: [ ] Urban [ | industrial [ ] Commercial [ ] Residential (suburban) [ ] Rural{non-farm)
[ ] Forest [ ] Agriculture  [X] Other Vacant Land

2. Total sf of project area: 16000 __sf
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE _ PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION
Meadow or Brushiand {Non-agricultural) 16000 s.f. s.f.
Forested s.f. s.f
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) s.f. s.f.
Wetland(Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24,25 of ECL) s.f. s.f.
Water Surface Area s.f. s.f.
Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) s.f. s.f.
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces s.f. 282 s.f.
Other (indicate type) ____gravel s.f. 15718 - s.f.
What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? MdB — Mardin gravelly silt loam

4, a. Soil drainage: [X] Well drained 100 % of site [ ] Moderately well drained % of site

{1 Poorly drained __‘____%ofsite

b. If any agricuitural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS
Land Classification System? _ N/A_ acres (See 1 NYCRR 370). '

q. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? IX] Yes []No
a. What is depth to bedrock? ___ >60 (In inches)
5. Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes: [X] 0-10% _ 100 % [110-15% %
[115% orgreater _ %

r— e e e e s -
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Is project substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or the National
Registers of Historic Places? [ ]1Yes [X]No

7. Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? [ ] Yes [X] No
8. What is the depth of the water table? 1.5 - 2.0 (in feet)

9. Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? [ 1 Yes [X]No

10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? [ 1Yes [X]No

11. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered?

[1Yes [X]No According to Based on site visit. Awaiting response from DEC to letter dated

February 28, 2001

Identify each species

12. Are there any unique or unusuat land forms on the project site?(i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations)

[ 1Yes [X]No Describe

13. Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area?

[ ]Yes [X]No If yes, explain

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?
[ 1Yes [X]No

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area. No

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary

16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: No

a. Name b. Size (In acres)

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? [X] Yes [ ] No
a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection?  [] Yes [X] No
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? {X] Yes [} No

18. Is the site located in an agricuitural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA,
Section 303 and 304? []Yes ([X]No

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 617? [ 1Yes [X] No

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? [ ] Yes [X] No

B. PROJECT DISCRIPTION

1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate)
a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor 16000 sf
b. Project acreage to be developeq:m_sf initially:1 16000 sf ultimately.
c. Pfoject acreage to remain undeveloped 0 sf.

d. Length of project, in miles: N/A (if appropriate).

e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed N/A %.
f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing 0 ; proposed |
g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per month __ 1 {upon completion of project).
h. If residential, Number and type of housing units: N/A
- One Family Two Family Muitiple Family Condominium
Initially
Ultimately —_—
i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure 150°* height; width; length. *Monopole

j. Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 0  fu
2. How much natural material (i.e., rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the site? O cubic yards.




’

3. Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? [ JYes [XINo [ ) N/A

a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed?

b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? [ ]1Yes [X] No

¢. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? [ ] Yes [X] No
4. How many SF of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? _16000 _ sf.
5. Will any mature forest {over 100 years old} or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project? [ ] Yes [X] No
6. If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction___L__ months, {including demolition).

7. if multi-phased: N/A

a. Total number of phases anticipated {number).
b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 month year, (including demolition).
c. Approximate completion date of final phase month year.
d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? { ] Yes [ ] No
8. Will blasting occur during construction? [ ]1Yes [X] No

9. Number of jobs generated: during construction? 2 ; after project is complete? 0
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project? 0 .
11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? [ 1Yes [X] No If yes, explain

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? [ 1Yes {X] No

a. |If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount

b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged

13. is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? [ ] Yes [X] No Type

14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? [ 1Yes IX] No

Explain

15. Is project, or any portion of projeci, ...ated in a 100-year flood plain? [ ]1Yes [X] No

16. Will the project generate solid waste? [ 1Yes (X} No
2. If yes, what is the amount per month? tons.
b. if yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? [ 1Yes [ ] No
c. if yes, give name : ; location

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal svsfem or into a sanitary landfill? [ }Yes [ ] No
e. If Yes, explain ’
17. Wili the project involve the disposal of solid waste? [ 1 Yes [X] No

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month.
b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years.
18. Will project use herbicides or besticides? [ ]Yes [X] No
19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? [ ] Yes [X] No

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? [ 1Yes [X]No
21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? [X] Yes [ ] No ‘ .

If yes, indicate type(s) Electric power

22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity N/A gallons/minute.
23. Total anticipated water usage per day 0 gallons/day.
24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? [ ] _Yes {X1 No

If yes, explain
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25. Approvals Required: Type Submittal
Date
City, Town, Village Board [ ]Yes [X] No
City, Town, Village Planning Board [X] Yes [ | No Site Plan & Special Permit
City, Town Zoning Board [ 1Yes [X] No
City, County Health Department | 1Yes [X] No
Other Local Agencies [ ) Yes [X) No
Other Regional Agencies { 1Yes [XiNo
State Agencies { ]Yes [X] No
Federal Agencies [ ]1Yes [X] No
C. ZONING and PLANNING INFORMATION
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? [X] Yes [ ]1No

if Yes, indicate decision required:
[ 1 zoning amendment [ 1 zoning variance (X} special permit [ ] subdivision [X] site plan

[ ] new/revision of master plan [ ] resource management plan [ ] other

2. What is the zoning classification(s) of the site? OLI: Office & Light Industry

3. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?
N/A
4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? N/A

5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning?
N/A

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? [X] Yes [ ] No

7. What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a 1/4 mile radius of proposed action?
AP (Airport Use), R-1 (Rural Residential), OLl: Office & Light industry

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a 1/4 mile? [] Yes [X] No

9. if the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? N/A

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed?

10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? [ 1Yes([X]No
11. Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police,
fire protection)? [ 1 Yes[X]No
a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? [ ] Yes[ 1No )
12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? [ 1YesIX]No
a. lf .yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? [ 1Yes{ ]No

D. Informational Details

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are, or may be, any adverse
impacts associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or avoid
them. '
E. Verification

I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.
Applicant/S; Name Tectonic ineering Consultants,P.C. Date June 5, 2001
Signature ( 0”/‘ [Z Q 'y / Title  Project Engineer

A"

If the action is in the Coasta! Area, and you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with
this assessment.




Part 2 - PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITUDE (PROPOSED PART Il)
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General Information (Read Carefully)
In completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been

reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst.

The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshoid
of magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State
and for most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be

appropriate for Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the exampies are illustrative and have

been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each

question.

The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each question.
In identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumulative effects.

instructions (Read Carefully)

a. Answer each of the 20 questions in Part 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.

c. If answering Yes to a question, then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of the
impact. If impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. If impact will occur but
threshold is lower than example, check column 1. .

d. Identifying that an impact will be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant.
Any large impact must be evaluated in Part 3 to determine significance. Identifying an impact in column 2 simply
asks that it be looked at further.

e. [f reviewer has doubt about size of the impact, then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to Part 3.

f. If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in the project to a small to moderate
impact, also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This
rmust be explained in Part 3.

1 2 3
1. Will the proposed action result in a physical change to the project Moderate Large Mitigated By
Site? { INO X] YES impact impact Project Change
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100
foot of length), or where the general slopes in the project area
0,
exceed 10%. . (] [1 |01Yes [INo
« Construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than
feet . . [ ] [1 |[1Yes [ ]No
Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. [] [1] [ ]Yes [ ]No
Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within
3 feet of existing ground surface. (1 [ ] [ 1Yes [ ]No
« Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or invoive more : :
than one phase or stage. [ 1] [1- [ 1Yes [ ]No
« Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000
tons of natural material (i.e., rock or soil) per year. {1 [1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. i1 {1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
Construction in a designated floodway. [ 1 {1 [ 1Yes [ ]1No
Other impacts: Installation of a prefabricated [X] [ 1 [ 1Yes [ ]INo
240 SF unmanned equipment and a 150-ft
monopole.
2. Wil there be an effect to any unique or unusual land forms found on
the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc.) 1] [} [ 1Yes [ INo
[X]NO { 1YES
¢ Specific land forms:




IMPACT ON WATER
Will proposed action affect any water body designated as protected?
(Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law,
ECL) {X]NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Developable area of site contains a protected water body.
Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of a
protected stream.

Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water
body.

Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetiand.

Other impacts

Will proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body
of water? [X]NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of
water or more than a 10-acre increase or decrease.
Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface
area.

Other impacts:
Will proposed action affect surface or groundwater quality or
quantity? [X]NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed action will require a discharge permit.

Proposed action requires use of a source of water that does not
have approval to serve proposed (project) action.

Proposed action requires water supply from wells with greater than
45 gallons per minute pumping capacity.

Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water
suppiy system.

Proposed action will adversely affect groundwater,

Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which
presently do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

Proposed action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per
day. s

Proposed action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an
existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious
visual contrast to natural conditions.

Proposed action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical
products greater than 1,100 gallons.

Proposed action will allow residential uses in areas without water
and/or sewer services.

Proposed action locates commercial and/or industrial uses which
may require new or expansion of existing waste treatment and/or
storage facilities.

Other impacts:

Will proposed action alter drainage flow or patterns, or surface
water runoff? [X]NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

1 2

Small to Potential | Can Impact Be

Moderate Large Mitigated By

Impact Impact Project Change
[1] (1] [ lYyes [ JNo
[1 [1] [ JYes [ INo
[] [] [ JYes [ ]No
[ 1] {1 [ JYes [ ]No
(1 [] [ 1Yes [ ]No
(1 (1] [ 1Yes [ ]No
(] (] [ 1Yes [ ]No
[1] [] [ 1Yes [ INo
[1 [1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
{1 [] [ 1Yes [ ]No
[1] (1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
{1 (] [ 1Yes [ ]No
[] [] [ 1Yes [ ]No
(1 (] [ lYes [ ]No
[] [] [ JYes [ INo
{1 (1 _ [ 1Yes [ INo
(] (] [ 1Yes [ ]No
(1 (1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
(1 (1] { 1Yes [ ]No
(1 [] [ JYyes [ ]No
(] [1 [ IYes [ INo




10.

Proposed action may cause substantial erosion.

Proposed action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns.
Proposed action will allow development in a designated floodway.
Other impacts:

IMPACT ON AIR

Will proposed action affect air quality?

[X]NO [ 1YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
Proposed action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given
hour.
Proposed action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of
refuse per hour. A
Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour or a
heat source producing more than 10 million BTU'’s per hour.
Proposed action will allow an increase in the amount of land
committed to industrial use.
Proposed action will allow an increase in the density of industrial
development within existing industrial areas.
Other impacts:

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
Wil proposed action affect any threatened or endangered species?
[X]NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site.

Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat.
Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other
than for agricultural purposes.

Other impacts:

Will proposed action substantially affect non-threatened or non-
endangered species? {X]NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed action would substantially interfere with any resident or
migratory fish, shelifish or wildiife species.

Proposed action requires the removal of more than 10 acres of
mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally important
vegetation.

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES
Will the proposed action affect agricultural land resources?
[X]NO [ ]YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

The proposed action would sever, cross or limit access to
agricultural land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard,
orchard, etc.)

1 2

Small to Potential | Can Impact Be

Moderate Large Mitigated By

Impact Impact Project Change
[] [] [ Ives [ ]No
(1] (] [ 1Yes [ ]No
[1] [ ] [ 1Yes [ ]No
[] (1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
[1 [] [ 1Yes [ ]No
{] (1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
(1] [1 [ 1Yes [ ]INo
{1 {1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
[1] [ ] [ ]1Yes [ ]No
{1 [1] { 1Yes [ ]No
(] [] [ lYes [ INo
[1] (1 [ 1Yes [ INo
[] {1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
{1 {1 [ 1Yes [ ]No
[1 [ ] [ lYes [ ]No
[1] [] [ 1Yes [ ]INo
{1 (1 [ 1Yes [ INo




e Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of
agricultural land.

+ The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres
of agricultural fand or, if located in an Agricultural District, more
than 2.5 acres of agricultural land.

+ The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of
agricultural land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain lines,
outlet ditches, strip cropping); or create a need for such measures
(e.g., cause a farm field to drain poorly due to increased runoff)

e Other impacts:

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources?
[X] NO [] YES
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.20,
Appendix B.)
See attached Visual Resource Evaluation Report.
Examples that would apply to column 2

* Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different
from or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns,
whether man-made or natural.

o Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of
aesthetic resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce their
enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource.

¢ Project components that will result in the elimination or significant
screening of scenic views known to be important to the area.

Other impacts:

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
12. Will proposed action impact any site or structure of historic, pre-
historic or paleontological importance?
[X] NO [ 1 YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

» Proposed action occurring wholly or partially within or substantially
contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or National
Register of historic places.

* Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located within the
project site.

* Proposed action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for
archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory.

¢ Other impacts:

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION
13. Will proposed action affect the quantity or quality of existing or
future open spaces or recreational opportunities?
[X] NO [ ] YES

Examples that would apply to column 2
¢ The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity.
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15.

16.

A major reduction of an open space important to the community.
Other impacts:

IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS

. Will proposed action impact the exceptional or unique character-

istics of a critical environmental area (CEA) established pursuant
to subdivision 6 NYCRR 617.14(g)?

[X] NO [ ] YES
List the environmental charactenstlcs that caused the designation
of the CEA.

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed action to locate within the CEA?

Proposed action will result in a reduction in the quantity of the
resource?

Proposed action will resuit in a reduction in the quality of the
resource?

Proposed action will impact the use, function or enjoyment of the
resource?

Other impacts:

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION
Will there be an effect to existing transportation systems?
[X] NO { ]1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Alteration of present patterns of movement of people andlor goods.
Proposed action will result in major traffic problems.

Other impacts:

IMPACT ON ENERGY
Will proposed action affect the community’s sources of fuel or
energy supply? [X] NO [ ] YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of
any form of energy in the municipality.

Proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy
transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-
family residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use.
Other impacts:

1
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17.

18.

19.

20.

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS
Wil there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a resuit of
the proposed action? [X] NO [ 1 YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive
facility.

Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day).
Proposed action will produce operating noise exceeding the local
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.

Proposed action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen.

Other impacts:

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH
Will proposed action affect public health and safety?
[X] NO [ ]1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed action may cause a risk of explosion or release of
hazardous substances (i.e., oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, etc.)
in the event of accident or upset conditions, or there may be a
chronic low level discharge or emission.

Proposed action may result in the burial of “hazardous wastes” in
any form (i.e., toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive,
irmitating, infectious, etc.)

Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquefied natural
gas or other flammabile liquids.

Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance
within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous
waste.

Other impacts:

IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD
Will proposed action affect the character of the existing community?
[X] NO [ 1YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.

The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services
will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project.
Fioposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals.
Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use.
Proposed action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures,
or areas of historic importance to the community.

Development will create a demand for additional community
services (e.g., schools, police and fire, etc.)

Proposed action will set an important precedent for future projects.
Proposed action will create or eliminate employment.

Other impacts:

Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to
potential adverse environmental impacts?
[X] NO [ ] YES
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If any action in Part 2 is identified as a potential large impact or if you cannot determine the magnitude of impact, procethoParﬂ
Part 3 - EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS
Responsibility of Lead Agency

Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may be
mitigated.

Instructions ,

Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2:

1. Briefly describe the impact.

2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by project
change(s).

3. Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important.

To answer the question of importance, consider: -

The probability of the impact occurring

The duration of the impact

Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value

Whether the impact can or will be controlied

The regional consequence of the impact

Its potential divergence from local needs and goals

Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact

(Continue on attachments)
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617.20
Appendix B
State Environmental Quality Review

Visual EAF Addendum

SRR
SEQR

the Full EAF.

Visibility

natural features? No

or recreational? No

International Airport

scenic? No

Town of New Windsor Rec.
e County road? Route 53
« State? Route 207

other seasons)
@ Yes [1No

BYes Uno

e An overiook or parcel of land dedicated to public
observation, enjoyment and apprecnatnon of natural
or man-made scenic qualities? No

¢ A site or structure listed on the National or State
Registers of Historic Places? :

New Windsor Cantonment / Edmonston House / Knox
Headqguarters (Not visible) .

« State Parks? Storm King State Park (Not visible)

» The State Forest Preserve? No

« National Wildlife Refuges and state game refuges?No
» National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding

« National Park Service lands? No
» Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic

o Any trans n corridor of high exposure such
as part of the interstate system, or Amtrak?
Conrail / Interstate 84 / Interstate 87 / Stewart

« A governmentally established or designated interstate
or inter-co foot trail, or one férmally proposed for
establishment or desugnabon No

* A site, area lake, reservoir or highway designated as

* Municipal park, or desngnated open space?

(To be completed by Lead Agency)

This form may be used to provide additional information relating to Question 11 of Part 2 of

Distance Between

Project and Resource (in Miles)

1. Would the project be visible from: 0-% YW
¢ A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available ] (]
to the public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation
of natural or man-made scenic qualities?
Storm King Art Center (Not visible)

.
O

acility

O® OO0 00 Ooooooo O

¢ Local Road? Toleman Road D

NXO O 0O 00 OoooboooOo O

*Due to the mature tree growth, visibility will be limited.

-3 .

O

O
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U

OO0 o000 O

3-5

O

O

DDDDI’JDD

2.1s the VlSIbIllty of the project seasonal? (i.e., screened by summer fohage but visible during

3. Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year
during which the project will be visible?

5+

U

O

DDDDDDD OO0 O0Ooo0oogo d




DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT
4. From each item checked in question 1, check those which generally describe the surrounding
environment. '

Within
*% mile *1 mile
Essentially undeveloped ® ]
Forested = a
Agricultural ]
Suburbaa residential O =
Industrial a a
Commercial 53 ]
Urban O a
River, Lake, Pond  Silver Stream Reservoir / Beaverdam Lake / O 0
Crest View Lake (Not Visible)

Cliffs, Overlooks ] 0
Designated Open Space ] ]
Flat : 0
Hilly 0
Mountainous a 0
Other: il 0
NOTE: add attachments as needed
5. Are there visually similar projects within:

*1% mile @ Yes [J No (Exist WGNY tower at 535 Toleman Rd., New Windsor, NY)

*1 mile U Yes E No

*2 mile O Yes @ No

*3 mile @Yes (1) No (Exist Tower at Dean Hill Ri., New Windsor, NY & Snake Hill Rd., Newburgh, NY)

*Distance from project site are provided for assistance. Substitute other distances as appropriate.

EXPOSURE
6. The annual number of viewers likely to observe the proposed projectis 2500+
NOTE: When user data 1s unavailable or unknown, use best estimate.

7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is

FREQUENCY
Holidays/

Activity Daily Weekly Weekends  Seasonally
Travel to and from work = 0 O 0
Involved in recreational activities 0 0 0O
Routine travel by residents = o 0 C
At a residence = 0 O
At worksite = 0O O (i
Other 0 O 0 8]
1170.2035, by TLR




VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER
Route 207
New Windsor, New York

Prepared For
Nextel Communications

. Prepared By
Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
May 2001



Creative Visuals, Inc.
Cold Brook Road
Post Office Box 435
Bearsville, NY 12409
Phone (845) 679-9055, Fax (845) 679-1175

May 21, 2001

Honorable Members of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

RE: Proposed New Telecommunications Tower

Dear Honorable Members of the Board:

Creative Visuals, Inc., in conjunction with Virtually Real Inc., has prepared an accurate visual study containing phioto-
realistic renderings of the proposed telecommunications tower (“Facility”), consisting of a 150’ tall monopole with
antennas, proposed by Nextel Communications at Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207, New Windsor, New York,
utilizing the process described below.

A two-man team made an on-site visit to obtain familiarity with the terrain and its surrounding residential neighborhoods.
Fourteen off-site points ("View Points") were selected within close proximity of the site from which five were chosen for
photo representation of the completed Facility:

Description of View Point Approximate Distance to Site
View Point 1 — from near the Presbyterian Church, Little Britain, NY, overlooking 2,966’
the cemetery, crane not visible;

View Point 2 — from the intersection of Station Road and Abby Lane; 2,124
View Point 3 — from near the mailbox to 521 Station Road; 2,480’
View Point 4 — from the intersection of Station Road and Beech Acres Drive, 2,818’
crane not visible;

View Point 5 — ﬁ'm;1 the intersection of Little Brook Court and Toleman Road, 4,306’
crane not visible;

View Point 6 - from near 461 Toleman Road, crane not visible; 2,406’
View Point 7 — from near 538 Toleman Road; 1,219’
View Point 8 — from the Vance Lane cul-de-sac, crane not visible; 1,908’
View Point 9 — from across from 971 Route 207; 1,504
View Point 10 — from the Sheafe Circle cul-de-sac, crane not visible; 3,192’
View Point 11 — from the intersection of Camelot Circle and Route 207, at the entrance 4,002’

to Canterbury Estates, crane not visible;



" View Point 12 — from near 1449 Route 207; 1,305°
View Point 13 — from the intersection of Drury Lane and Route 207, crane not visible; 1,950°
View Point 14 — from the intersection of Drury Lane and James A. Kelly Drive, at the 7,500°

entrance to Crestview Lake, crane not visible.

Larry Heimel took analog photographs of the site from each of the View Points under study, shooting Kodak Royal Gold

200 ASA print film with a Nikon F-5 and N-70 camera, each with a fixed 50mm lens. Two cameras were used to provide

an “insurance” shot. The photos were taken on May 15, 2001 between 9:20 and 11:47 A.M.; conditions were sunny skies.

These photos presented a reference point for calculation of the structure’s placement, via four red flags attached to a crane

(there was also a 3’ diameter red balloon tethered to 10° of string from the top of the crane, which was used to facilitate

identifying the crane from the more distant view points). The flags were set at 150’ AGL (Above Ground Level) above the
proposed Facility site.

The negatives were scanned at 2700 dpi (dots per inch) and then digitized as 26MB high-resolution files. The site and each
View Point were then located on a digitized DOT contour map. AutoCAD was used to create a model of the actual

proposed structure.

A separate, 3-D software, 3D Studio Max, was then used to photorealistically render the Facility as seen from each of the
photo simulation View Points, maintaining the perspective of a 50mm lens. This was achieved by exporting the "model" of
the monopole (along with the location of the View Points, crane reference points and monopole) into 3D Studio Max from
AutoCAD as a DXF file. The 3D software utilized this imported file to reference the Facility, red flags attached to the crane
and View Point locations, thus maintaining their relative X, Y and Z distances. The Facility was also imported with its
actual dimensions as a vectorized 3D model. Each View Point including the site was elevated to its proper AMSL (Above
Mean Sea Level). 3D Studio Max cameras were set at each View Point's X, Y and Z location and photographed the model
monopole with a 50mm lens (correlating to our analog SOmm photos). The X, Y and Z coordinates allowed the 3D camera
to render the structure to its correct scale, rotation and angle from each View Point.

The monopole was assigned "photorealistic™ materials in the software's materials editor; a photograph of an existing similar
Facility was used to facilitate this process. 3-D Studio Max simulated sunlight on the monopole, taking into account the site
latitude, date and time of day of the View Point photographs. Finally, the crane was digitally removed from the photograph
and the photorealistically-rendered monopole was inserted and merged with a photograph of a similar existing monopole
into the digitized site photos we had taken and converted from 26MB files into digitized photographs.

Conclusion

Based upon our over eleven years' experience in visual analysis, as well as analyzing over 300 public utility structure sites
throughout the region, we are confident that the enclosed visual study accurately reflects the appearance of the Facility,
consisting of a 150’ tall monopole located at the captioned site.
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From near the Presbyterian Church, thtle Britain, NY, overlool%n the cemeter
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View Point 1
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Photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Vlrtually Real, Inc.
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View Point 2
From the mtersectlon of Statlon Road and Abby Lane

Computer simulated photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & V|rtually Real, Inc.




View Point 3

__From near the mailbox to 521 Station Road
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View Point 4
From the intersection of Station Road and Beech Acres Drive, crane not visible
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Photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
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Photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
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View Point 6

From near 461 Toleman Road, crane not visible

—]




View Point 7
From near 538 Toleman Roa
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Computer simulated photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
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View Point 8
From the Vance Lane cul-de-sac, crane not visible
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Photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
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View Point 9
From across from 971 Route 207
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View Point 10
From the Sheafe Circle cul-de-sac, crane not visible
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From the intersection of Camelot Circle and Route 207, at the entrance to Canterbury Estates

Crane not visible

Py SO A

2

N st s e e+ o o1 e e s _“.,.‘—-‘—-.‘,v.—nw-w:—.’w

bt o

i
3
£
3
£
i
]




View Point 12
From near 1449 Route 207
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Computer simulated photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
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Photo by Creative Visuals, Inc. & Virtually Real, Inc.
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the intersection of Drury Lane and Route 207, crane not visible



View Point 14

From the intersection of Drury Lane and James A. Kelly Drive, at the entrance to Crestview Lake
Crane not visible
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PRE-FILING FAA SUMMARY REPORT

Site # / Site Name: M?‘IJB( UM Wornden Tirinee
Model ID: - NY2305~03
City, State: Moy Utndag, N‘;L
Lease Signed: ’Lr/z.?/o |
Di'awlngs Rec’d: S / 1< 10 (
lRequestor: M. Ha,ér-ﬂ-;y

Structure Summary: Z@ Building
Existing . Water Tower
. '. : Lattice Toweré
Structure Height: [SO ' AGL : d

Antenna Height: [CC * AGL Other

Conclusion of Ai‘rsgaoe Study:

This site

stexceed part 77 guidelines.

Structuﬁ. within 1.5 NM of a l;lavaid . Yes @'
Structure within 1.5 NM ot,g.Communication Facility t -Yes (No
Structure within interference radius of AM Radiois'tajtion Yes @

This is ceurtesy-filing for Nextel.

The structuredii¥wilkamt require marking or lighting
(opinion only - subject to FAA Determination).

Signature: %«. l‘ﬂ?‘*\ Glenn Simpson  Date__5 /17 fai

Comments:

Pre-Filing-opiniond.doc



6. Type: [] Antenna Tower [] Crane [ Buiding [ PowerLine
[J tancfit ] WaterTank [y} OtherMonopola________ =

[ Red Lights and Paint [ Dual - Red and Medium Ttensity White
[J White - Medium intensity [ Dual - Red and High Intensity White
O white - High Intensity [} Other

8. FCC Antenna Structure Registration Numbe! (i applicable):

7. Marking/Painting and/or Lighting Preferred: . ]

Ploase. on This Form__ . . Form Approved OMS No. 2120-0001
€ . Failure To Provide Al Requested Information May Delay Processing of Your Notice e st
| oemnimaibarin Notice of Proposed: Construcﬂon orAlterationj -~
1. SPOEAT (pirit; Compiany, oc. proposing this ection): 9. Latitude: 41__o__ ' 28_° .. 270 -
M—MM L NYZOSSMWM&!TWGE_ . 074 ° . > -
N _Nﬁdd commlienﬂma 10. Longitude: — 08__ .3.00
mmmammyzmr:m 11.Datum: [ NaD 83 [INAD 27 [ Other.
= 12. Nearest: City: __New Windsor. State: NY...
7t State:_NY__z1p:_10601-2310 -
: )"14)_490-4465_ Fax:_(914)_421-2757, "] 13. Nearest Public-use not private-use) or Mitary Airport or Heliport:
r % o ___SWF: STEWART INT'L
. 2. Spolis&’s W afolnrﬂm
: 97681,
_Glem Si» _ 14. Distance from #13. to Structure:
Name: _._Nextel Communicationa. 15. Direction from #13. to Structure; _217 degrees,
Address: .One North Broadway, 2nd Floor. 16. Site Elevation (AMSL): —i84, f
Ciy-__Whiteo Plains stater_NY_ 23p:__10601-2310_| 17- Total Structure Height (AGL): — 150, r
Tetephone: ——(914)_448-4427 Fax:_(914)_421-2757. | 18. Overall Height (®16. + #17,) (AMSL): —634, n
— 19. Previous FAA Aeronautical Study Number (if appicable):
3.Noticeof:*  [y] New Construction O Aweration O Existing tudy -
4.Duration: ) Permanent [ Temporary (____months,___-_days)
. 20. Description of Location: (Artech a USGS 7.5 minute
5. Work Schedule: W_OGIZSIN End’_._12127/02_ mwwmmmmmumdmycmmy)

Rock Tavern Industrial Park - Route 207, New Windsor, NY
12553.

The site is located 1,910" southwest of the intersection of
'Rte. 54 and Rte. 207. The site is located 13,501" on a true
bearing of 216.67 degrees from the ARP of SWF STEWART
INT'L. -

- L 4

21. Complete Description of Proposal:

with 100.0 Watts ERP.

Village LP, 614 Little Britain Rd., New Windsor, NY 12553.

request that this structure not require marking or lighting.

b "

This proposad cellular communications installation operates in the 851.0 - 866.0, 806.0 - 821.0 MHz band
Nextel proposes o mount antennas to reach 150" AGL on this new 150’ AGL structure owned by Rock Tavemn._

The structure will be 1,404’ from a taller structure which is marked and lit(FM radio WGNY), therefore we

~

E

mnwwumammm#&mwau&c,mmu Persons who knowingly and willingly violate the notice
requirements of part 77 are subject to a civil penality of $1,000 per day until the notice is recelved, pursuant to 49 US.C., Section 46301 {a).

1 hereby certify that all of the above statements made by me are true, complete, and correct to the best of my knowledge. In addition, | agree to mark
WM@Mhmﬂmm&wm&um

05-17-2001

Typed or Printed Name and Tiie, of Person Flling Notice

=
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g 3
New Windsor, NY

Inf ion
Latitude:..... e 41-28-27 41.4741666666667
Longitude:............ 74-8-3 74.1341666666667
Ground Elevation:..... 484 feet AMSL

Structure Height:..... 150 feet AGL

Overall Height:....... 634 feet AMSL
- N

=

-City Information

Nearest City:..... Washingtonville, NY

N LA J - ;
Distance:......... 3 statute Miles
Direction:........ 211 Degrees (true bearing) -

r

Nearest Landing Facility Information

Analyzed by Airspace® on: 05-17-2001. Using AIRSPACE® Version 6.0.70
Nearest Public Use landing facility is: SWF: STEWART INT'L

Distance to ARP is: 13501 ft. or 2.2219 mm.

gy

Direction to ARP is: 36.67 degrees (true hoa;ing)

Distance to the nearest runway 1s: 9768 ft. or 1.6076 .nm.

FAR 77.13(a)(1). EXCEEDS FAR 77.13(a)(2) Notice Criteria.

L}

INFORMATION ONLY
)
Private use landing facilities are not studied under FAR Part 77.

This study did not indicate any private use facilities. Please conduct another analysis
using Airspace® to locate private-use landing facilities.

Daté Printed: 05-17-2001

AIRSPACE® and TERPS® are registered @ trademarks of Federal Airweys & Airspace®
.- Copyright © 1989 - 2001 Federal Airways & Airspace®
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RF Emissions ﬂerts
AN EDWARDS AND KELCEY SERVICE

Analysis and Report
of RF Exposure Levels
and Compliance with
FCC Regulations

New Windsor, NY Site
Drury Lane & Route 207
NY2035 ‘

Prepared for

Nextel Communications

March 8, 2001
EDWARDS AND KELCEY Tel: 973-267-8830 Fax: 973-267-3555
299 Madison Avenue - PO Box 1936 Email: gburylo@ekmail.com
Morristown, NJ 07962-1936 Internet: http://www.ekcorp.com

PROPRIETARY - NEXTEL AND EDWARDS AND KELCEY
This document has been prepared for Nextel for its use in demonstrating
RF compliance, as necessary, to federal, state and/or local authorities, and/or site landiords.
Distribution beyond that described is prohibited without the express written consent of Edwards and Kelcey.
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RF Emissions Experts
AN EDWARDS AND KELCEY SETVICE
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FCC RF COMPLIANCE ANALYSIS FOR
Nextel Communications

New Windsor, NY Monopole

This site compliance report is organized as follows:

« Site Technical Data (supplied by client)

e Analysis Method and Assumptions

e The FCC RF Radiation Exposure Regulations

e Applicable Formulas

e Analysis Results

¢ Conclusion

SITE TECHNICAL DATA

Facility type 150" Monopole
Frequency bands 851 - 866 MHz
Antenna types Directional
Antenna major dimension (length) 41t
Maximum antenna gain 12 dBd
Antenna mounting heights (above ground level) 148 ft.
Total number of antennas 12 (4 per sector)
Total number of transmit antennas per sector 4 transmit
Maximum number of channels per sector 8 channels
Maximum effective radiated power (ERP) per channel 100 watts
Other facilities within 500 feet See Report

ANALYSIS METHOD AND ASSUMPTIONS

Type of analysis Maximum / ground-level
Area analyzed 0’ to 500’ from monopole

Classification of area

Uncontrolied (gen.

FCC Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limit

0.567 mW/ cm

Mathematical model

Point source, far field

Assumed ground reflection factor

100%

Assumed human height

6'0”

Vertical antenna discrimination

from Ant. Mfr. data
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THE FCC RF RADIATICN EXPOSURE REGULATIONS

This RF exposure analysis is based on the current FCC guidelines for human exposure
to RF fields, which represent the consensus of federal agencies responsible for RF
safety matters. Those agencies include the National Council on Radiation Protection
and Measurements (NCRP), the Occupational Health and Safety Administration
(OSHA), the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH), the
American National Standards Institute (ANSI), the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA). In formulating its guidelines, the
FCC also considered input from the public and technical community — notably the
Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE).

The FCC's RF exposure guidelines are incorporated in Section 1.1301 et seq of its
Rules and Regulations. Those guidelines specify maximum permissible exposure
(MPE) levels for both occupational and general population exposure on a continuous
basis, as well as averaging times for each of those categories when and if exposure
exceeds the specified continuous exposure limits. (The concept of averaging time will
be ignored in this analysis, as the results show the potential exposure levels are far
below those permitted even for continuous exposure.)

The specified continuous exposure MPE limits are based on known variation of human
body susceptibility in different frequency ranges, and a Specific Absorption Rate (SAR)
of 4 watts per kilogram, which is universally considered to accurately represent human
capacity to dissipate incident RF energy (in the form of heat). The occupational MPE
guidelines incorporate a safety factor of 10 or greater with respect to RF levels known to
represent a health hazard, and an additional safety factor of five is applied to the MPE
limits for general population exposure. Thus the general population MPE limit has a
built-in safety factor of more than 50. Continuous exposure at levels equal to or below
the applicable MPE limits is considered to result in no adverse health effects on humans.

The reason for two tiers of MPE limits is based on an understanding and assumption
that members of the general public are unlikely to have had appropriate RF safety
training and may not be aware of the exposures they receive; occupational exposure in
controlled environments, on the other hand, is assumed to involve individuals who have
had such training, are aware of the exposures, and know how to maintain a safe
personal work environment.

The FCC's RF exposure limits are expressed in two equivalent forms, using alternative
units of field strength (expressed in volts per meter, or V/m), and power density
(expressed in milliwatts per square centimeter, or mW/cm?). The more popularly used
reference unit is power density, as it is more easily understood. One miliiwatt per square
centimeter is approximately the energy impinging on an area roughly one-fourth the size
of a dime from a light bulb emitting ten thousand times less than the energy of a
common 100-watt bulb. The table beiow lists the FCC limits for both occupational and
general population exposure to different radio frequencies.



Frequency Range (F) - Occupational Exposure General Public
(MHz) ( mWicm?) Exposure
' ( mWicm?)
0.3-1.34 . 100 100
1.34-3.0 100 180 / F?
3.0-30 900 / F? 180/ F?
30 - 300 1.0 0.2
300 - 1,500 F /300 F /1500
1,500 - 100,000 5.0 1.0

The figure below provides a graphical illustration of both the FCC’s occupational and
general population MPE limits.

Power Density
(mWlcm?)
100 Occupational
= General Public

50 ]
10 ] /S
02 _
14
I ] I ] B ] ¥ ]
03 13 30 30 300 1,500 100,000

Frequency (MHz)
FCC MPE limits — graphical representation

The FCC makes it clear that the MPE limits apply only in accessible areas.
Fundamentally, in areas that are considered normally inaccessible, the exposure issue is
moot.



APPLICABLE FORMULAS

According to FCC Bulletin OET65, different mathematical models apply to different
distances around an antenna. At the height of the antenna, the breakpoint is the “far-
field distance”, calculated as the ratio of the square of the major dimension of the
antenna divided by the signal wavelength . Beyond the far-field distance at the height of
the antenna, as well as at ground-level undemeath the antenna, a “far-field point source”
model applies; within that distance, a “near-field” cylindrical model applies. The
subsections below provide background on the two applicable models in the 851 - 866
MHz band.

Far-Field Point Source Model

M
)
3)

S [mW/icm?] = (4 * EIRPpuy * VertAntDisc(9) ) / (4 * 1t * R%p )

FCC MPE limit = 0.567 mW/cm? (at 851 MHz)

MPE% =100 * (S / 0.567)

where:

S

4 (in numerator)

EIRP nax

VertAntDisc(¢)

MPE%

"

il

il

Calculated power density

100% field ground reflection effect
(has [1 + 1)? = 4 effect on power density )

Maximum effective isotropically radiated power
(Note: EIRP is 64% higher than ERP, which is
referenced to a half-wave dipole)

Numeric factor for antenna discrimination (EIRP
reduction) in the vertical plane, applicable at downward
angle ¢ to a 6’ human standing on ground, calculated
at distances from 0’ to 500’ away from the antenna

Straight—ﬁne distance from antenna to 6’ human

Calculated exposure level, as a percentage of the FCC
MPE limit for continuous exposure of the general
population



Near-Field Cylindrical Model
(1) S[mWicm? = (Pi*ACF/(2aR h)
(2)  FCC MPE limit = 0.567 mW/cm?

(3) MPE% =100 *(S/0.567)

where:

S = Calculated power density

P, = Total power input to the antenna, in mW

ACF = Antenna correction factor (adjustment to near-field
power density calculation to compensate for the
antenna mounting height above ground level and
resulting partial-body exposure; see Richard Tell article

" listed in the References)

R = Straight-line distance from antenna to 6’ human

h = Subtended height of the antenna, in cm

MPE% = Calculated exposure level, as a percentage of the FCC

MPE limit for continuous exposure of the general
population

ANALYSIS RESULTS — GROUND-LEVEL

Table 1 on the following page, summarizes the results of the calculations using the site
data, method and far-field point source described above. Note that the information on
the vertical antenna discrimination has been taken from the antenna manufacturer’s
specification sheets. Please note that while the tabular distances are listed in feet, the
calculations translate these units into centimeters, to match the FCC specification of
MPE units. Also note that ‘G dist’ represents the distance In feet from the base of the
monopole.



. Ground Level at Monopole
G dist Rdist Vangle Vdisc MW/icm° GPMPEY%

o 140.0 90.0 0.002 0.0001 0.016
20 141.4 81.9 0.002 0.0001 0.016
40 145.6 74.1 0.002 0.0001 0.015
60 152.3 66.8 0.002 0.0001 0.014
80 161.2 60.3 0.002 0.0001 0.012
100 172.0 54.5 0.006 0.0002 0.034
120 184.4 494 0.032 0.0008 0.147
140 198.0 45.0 0.032 0.0007 0.128

160 212.6 412 0.032 0.0006 0.111
180 228.0 379 0.126 0.0022 0.384
200 2441 35.0 0.126 0.0019 0.335
220 260.8 325 0.126 0.0017 0.294
240 2778 303  0.126 0.0015 0.259
260 295.3 28.3 0.158 0.0016 0.288
280 - 3130 - 266 0.158 0.0015 0.256
300 3311 25.0 0.158 0.0013 0.229
320 349.3 23.6 0.158 0.0012 - 0.206
340 367.7 224 0.1568 0.0011 0.186
360 386.3 213 0.158 0.0010 0.168
380 405.0 20.2 0.158 0.0009 0.153
400 423.8 19.3 0.316 0.0016 0.279
420 4427 184 0.316 0.0015 0.256
440 461.7 17.7 0.316 0.0013 0.235
460 480.8 16.9 0.316 0.0012 0.217
480 500.0 16.3 0.316 0.0011 0.201
500 519.2 15.6 0.316 0.0011 0.186

Table 1. 851 MHz ground level RF power density and percent-of-MPE calculations.

The ground level areas around the monopole were rated using the Far-Field Point
Source Model described above. In these areas, the worst case calculations are 0.0022
mW/cm?, or 0.384% of the maximum recommended exposure for the general population.



CONCLUSION

The calculations presented above demonstrate that the maximum potential exposure to
radio frequency emissions is significantly below the FCC recommended levels for safety.
The ground level around the monopole is 0.0022 mW/cm?, or 0.384 % of the maximum
recommended level, and is safe for exposure (based on FCC requirements) of the
general public.

Even with the low exposure levels, Edwards and Kelcey, Inc, recommends that FCC
‘Notice’ sighage be placed on the fence gate. This will alert visitors to the site that radio
frequency emitters are in the area.

Therefore, the Nextel telecommunications facility should not create a significant
risk of exposure to RF emissions to the general population. And, according to the
calculations, and based on the installation of signage described above, the Nextel
wireless facility is in compliance with the FCC regulations concerning the control
of potential RF exposure.



CERTIFICATION

This report was prepared by George Burylo, Director — Engineering Services. The
undersigned certifies that the analysis provided herein is consistent with the applicable
FCC Rules and Regulations and accepted industry practice.

March 8, 2001

George Birylo /)

Edwards and Kelcey, Inc.



3

REFERENCES
47 CFR, FCC Rules and Regulations, Section 1.1301 et seq.

FCC Second Memorandum Opinion and Order and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(FCC 97-303), In the Matter of Procedures for Reviewing Requests for Relief From State
and Local Regulations Pursuant to Section 332(c)(7)(B)(v) of the Communications Act of
1934 (WT Docket 97-192), Guidelines for Evaluating the Environmental Effects of
Radiofrequency Radiation (ET Docket 93-62), and Petition for Rulemaking of the Cellular
Telecommunications Industry Association Concemning Amendment of the Commission's
Rules to Preempt State and Local Regulation of Commercial Mobile Radio Service
Transmitting Facilities, released August 25, 1997.

FCC First Memorandum Opinion and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of
Guidelines for Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation,
released December 24, 1996.

FCC Report and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of Guidelines for Evaluating the
Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation, released August 1, 1996.

FCC Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 65, “Evaluating Compliance
with FCC Guidelines for Human Exposure to Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields”,
Edition 97-01, August 1997.

FCC Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 56, “Questions and Answers
About Biological Effects and Potential Hazards of RF Radiation”, 1989.

Richard Tell, “CTiIA’'s EME Design and Operation Considerations for Wireless Antenna
Sites”, November 15, 1996.



ATTACHMENTS

Site Data



CLIENT-PROVIDED SITE DATA

FOR OFFICE-BASED
Lt TR
Exhibit “B RF COMPLIANCE ANALYSIS

Return completed form to:
Shel Leader (973-267-0555 x1157)
Fax: (973) 267-3555

COMPANY NAME Nextel Comminucations

CONTACT NAME Carlo Saenz

CONTACT PHONE 845 680 0030

SITE NAME New Windsor Central

SITE ADDRESS AND, IF AVAILABLE,
LATITUDE AND LONGITUDE (DMS)

Comer of Drury Ln and Rte 207, New Windsor

SITE TYPE (circle one)

TOWER
TOWER / BUILDING HEIGHT 150"
SITE STATUS (circle one) PROPOSED
YES NO X
OTHER COLLOCATED RADIO OPERATION ? (if YES, see page 2)
SITE ACCESS RESTRICTIONS ? N
. R /A
(describe; use separate page if necessary)
RADIO SERVICE TYPE SMSR
(use separate sheets for multiple services)
IF SECTORIZED SERVICE, HOW MANY SECTORS? 3
(use separate sheets if Tx parameters differ per sector)
NUMBER OF Tx RADIO CHANNELS 24
TRANSMITTING FREQUENCY RANGE (MHz) 851-866 mhz
EQUIPMENT TRANSMITTER POWER (Watts) 100W (max)

(power delivered to the antenna line)

ANTENNA LINE LOSS (dB)

ANTENNA TYPE(s)
(manufacturer / model, or type and dimension)

Decibel DB844H90

MAX ANTENNA GAIN
(specify dBd or dBi)

12dbd

EFFECTIVE RADIATED POWER (Watts)
(specify power per channel or total)

100

ANTENNA MOUNTING HEIGHT
(above ground, if tower; above roof level if rooftop)

148’

SITE PLAN / SKETCH PROVIDED OR AVAILABLE? YES X NO
(if NO, see page 2)
ADJACENT TOWER OR OTHER RADIO NEARBY? YES NO X

(within 500 feet)

(if YES, provide distance, details)

OTHER RELEVANT SITE DETAILS
(add additional sheet, if necessary)

DATE ANALYSIS IS REQUESTED
AND, IF APPLICABLE, DATE OF HEARING

3/9/01

Exhibit “B” Page 1

03/08/01
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Orange County Planning Depart
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LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WES New York, NEw YORK 10019-4105 NEW JERSEY OFFICE
T aINS RONG ’ ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
AL e iiecd 10591 (212) 749-1448 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
(L’:ﬁf ;’;3’{,’;‘05‘ EW YORK FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 622-6300
FAX (914) 333-0743 - -_— FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS REPLY TO:
DAVID L. SNYDER* smandelbaum@snyderlaw.net ;
LESLIE J. SNYDER Westchester office
*ADMITTED NY, NJ AND DC
June 4, 2001

Town Board

Town of Newburgh

1496 Route 300

Newburgh, NY 12550

Re:  Application to Town of New Windsor
by Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
to install a wireless telecommunications facility
at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Honorable Members of the Board:

Pursuant to the requirements of the Town of New Windsor’s Zoning Code regarding
telecommunications towers, I am writing to inform this body that Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a
Nextel Communications is filing an application for a wireless telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) with the Town of New Windsor.

Please note that the Facility will be located at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207,
New Windsor, New York, and will consist of a 150 foot monopole with antennas, together with a
related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be designed to
support the antennas of four (4) additional federally licensed wireless carriers, in order to minimize
the overall number of towers in the Town of New Windsor and the surrounding area.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

o bl UL find——

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.

SMM:srw
cc: Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard/Maryanne Martabano


mailto:smandelbaum@snyderiaw.net

LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WESTCHESTER OFFICE New York, NEw YORk 10019-4105 NEW JERSEY OFFICE
94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10591 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
(914) 3330700 FAX (212) 932-2€693 (973) 622-6300
FAX (914) 333-0743 R — FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS
DAVID L. SNYDER* smandelbaum@snyderiaw.net REPLY TO:
LESLIE J. SNYDER Westchester office
*ADMITTED NY, NJ ANO OC
June 4, 2001

Town Board

Town of Hamptonburgh

18 Bull Road

Hamptonburgh, NY 10916

Re:  Application to Town of New Windsor
by Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
to install a wireless telecommunications facility
at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Honorable Members of the Board:

Pursuant to the requirements of the Town of New Windsor’s Zoning Code regarding
telecommunications towers, I am writing to inform this body that Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a
Nextel Communications is filing an application for a wireless telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) with the Town of New Windsor.

Please note that the Facility will be located at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207,
New Windsor, New York, and will consist of a 150 foot monopole with antennas, together with a
related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be designed to
support the antennas of four (4) additional federally licensed wireless carriers, in order to minimize
the overall number of towers in the Town of New Windsor and the surrounding area.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

o S ad—

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.

SMM:srw
cc:  Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard/Maryanne Martabano


mailto:smandelbaum@snyderlaw.net

LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WEST New York, New York 10019-4105 NEW JERSEY OFFICE
94 wﬁ;‘g&mg :gfg ’ (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
) NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10591 ,
(914) 333-0700 FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 622-6300
FAX (914) 333-0743 . _— _ FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER’'S E-MAIL ADDRESS REPLY TO!
DAVID L. SNYDER* smandelbaum@snyderiaw.net :
LESUIE J. SNYDER Westchester office
SADMITTED NY, NJ AND DC
June 4, 2001

Common Council

City of Newburgh

83 Broadway

Newburgh, NY 12550

Re:  Application to Town of New Windsor
by Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
to install a wireless telecommunications facility
at the Rock Tavemn Industrial Park, Route 207, New Wmdsor NY

Dear Honorable Members of the Council:

Pursuant to the requirements of the Town of New Windsor’s Zoning Code regarding
telecommunications towers, I am writing to inform this body that Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a
Nextel Communications is filing an application for a wireless telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) with the Town of New Windsor.

Please note that the Facility will be located at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207,
New Windsor, New York, and will consist of a 150 foot monopole with antennas, together with a
related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be designed to
support the antennas of four (4) additional federally licensed wireless carriers, in order to minimize
the overall number of towers in the Town of New Windsor and the surrounding area.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

o D fl b

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.

SMM:srw
cc:  Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard/Maryanne Martabano


mailto:smandelbaum@snyderiaw.nef

smandelbaum@snyderiaw.net
Westchester office

June 5, 2001

Orange County Planning Department
124 Main Street
Goshen, NY 10924

Re:  Application to Town of Warwick
by Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
to install a wireless telecommunications facility
at 242 Pine Island Turnpike, Warwick, NY

Dear Orange County Planning Department:

Pursuant to the requirements of the Town of Warwick Wireless Telecommunications Law,
I am writing to inform this body that Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications is
filing an application for a wireless telecommunications facility (“Facility””) with the Town of
Warwick.

Please note that the Facility will be located at 242 Pine Island Turnpike, Warwick, New
York, and will consist of a 120 foot monopole with antennas, together with a related 200 square foot
equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be designed to support the antennas of four
(4) additional federally licensed wireless carriers, in order to minimize the overall number of towers
in the Town of Warwick and the surrounding area.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office.
Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

By:

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.
SMM:srw
cc:  Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard/Maryanne Martabano


mailto:smandelbaum@snyderlaw.net

smandelbaum@snyderiaw.net

Westchester office
June 5, 2001
Orange County Emergency Communications
14 High Street
Chester, NY 10918

Re:  Application to Town of New Windsor
by Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
to install a wireless telecommunications facility
at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207, New Wmdsor NY

Dear Orange County Emergency Communications Department:

Pursuant to the requirements of the Town of New Windsor’s Zoning Code regarding
telecommunications towers, I am writing to inform this body that Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a
Nextel Communications is filing an application for a wireless telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) with the Town of New Windsor.

Please note that the Facility will be located at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207,
New Windsor, New York, and will consist of a 150 foot monopole with antennas, together with a
related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be designed to
support the antennas of four (4) additional federally licensed wireless carriers, in order to minimize
the overall number of towers in the Town of New Windsor and the surrounding area.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office.
Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

By:

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.
SMM:srw
cc: Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard/Maryanne Martabano
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'l Million Wireless Emergency Calls Made In 2000 http://www.newsbytes.com/cgi—bin/ud...élient.id=newsbyt&s&stmy.id=l66 125

| S 51 Million Wireless Emergency Calls
@ ,
@ NEWSBYTES"® 11a4c In 2000
| By Martin Stone, Newsbytes ‘ |

WASHINGTON, D.C., USA,
25 May 2001, 6:02 AM CST

Wireless phone users completed 51 million emergency calls last year, a number breaking down to
140,000 such calls each day - or 96 per minute.

According to a survey released today by the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association
(CTIA), the calls involved emergency and life-threatening situations and the reporting of drunk,
impaired or aggressive drivers.

In a statement, CTIA President and CEO Tom Wheeler called wireless phones the greatest safety tools
since the development of the 911 system. .

The ofganizatiqr_u, which represents most players in the wireless communications industry, said it
released the data to mark National Wireless Safety Week, which ends Sunday.

The association is at http://www.ctia.org .
Reported by Newsbytes.com, http://www.newsbytes.com .
06:02 CST

(20010525/WIRES ONLINE, TELECOM, BUSINESS/)

© 2001 The Washington Post Company


http://www.newsbytesxom/cgi-bin/ud...clienLids=newsbytes&story.id=166125
http://www.ctia.org
Newsbytes.com
http://www.newsbytes.com

Wireless E911 Calls Will Increase

he importance of wircless

communications continues

to grow as a safety tool. Ac-
cording to the most recent sur-
vey of the Cellular Telecommu-
nications Industry Association,
30.5 million wircless calls were
made to 91 1 or other emergency
services during 1997-an aver-
age of 83,609 people each day.
This compares to 21.6 million
calis made in 1996.

o gan ") T\ Rl
g

The annual survey is based on
information provided by police
agencies. Most emergency calls
from wireless phones are used
to report automobile accidents
and other roadside conditions.

According to the [atest statis-
tics provided by the National
Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, there were 6.6
million automobile accidents
in 1995.
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News'Release - i .

Neitel Communications, Inc. . - .
2001 Edmund Halley Drive
Reston, VA 20191

Media: Ben Banta (703) 433-4700
Investors: Paul Blalock (703) 433-4300

Nextel Supports National American Red Cross
Disaster Relief Efforts

RESTON, Va., May 22, 2000 — Nextel Communications (NASDAQ: NXTL) today announced
that it is formalizing a three year agreement with the American National Red Cross for the
donation of 245 wireless phones with accompanying accessories and service for disaster relief
support.

The agreement, which was put in place last year, made it possible for the Red Cross to have
instant communication during Hurricane Floyd, the Kosavar Refugee crisis, the Oklahoma City
tornado and other national level disasters. In addition, the Nextel service provides a critical link
for victims to locate and communicate with loved ones in the aftermath of a disaster. Nextel’s
total in-kind donation for the past year was valued at $300,000.

The phones are activated for Level IV and Level V disasters at the request of the Red Cross
Disaster Operations Center (DOC). A disaster is an occurrence such as hurricane, tomado, flood,
tidal wave, earthquake, volcanic eruption, drought, blizzard, transportation accident or other
situation that causes human suffering or creates human needs that the victims cannot alleviate
without assistance.

“We are very proud to provide support to the National Red Cross disaster relief efforts,” said Tim
Donahue, president and CEO, Nextel Communications. ‘“The Nextel phone, especially our digital
two-way radio service makes it easier for Red Cross staff to have instant communications with
each other during a disaster.” We are very happy to provide the communications assistance.”

"Nextel's all in one communications solution works extremely well for our communications needs
during relief efforts,” said Dr. John Clizbe, vice president for disaster services, National '
American Red Cross. "The Nextel phone saves time when teams can go directly from one
location to another rather than coming back to headquarters to be dispatched again.”

Nextel Communications Inc., headquartered in Reston, Va. is a leading provider of fully integrated wireless
communications and has built the largest guaranteed all-digital wireless network in the United States that covers
thousands of communities across the United States. Nextel and Nextel Partners Inc. currently serve 97 of the top 100
U.S. markets. The Nextel National Network offers a fully integrated wireless communications tool with digital
cellular, text/numeric paging and Nextel Direct Connect® - a digital two-way radio feature. In addition, through
Nextel International Inc., Nextel has wireless operations and investments in Canada, Mexico, Argentina, Brazil, the
Philippines, Peru, Japan and Shanghai, China. Please visit our web page at http://www.nextel.com.

- HEH

Nezzel, the Nextel logo, and Nexsel Direct Commect are trademaris amd/or service marks of Nexsel Commwnications, Inc.
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CITY

20% Increase in911 Calls Is Seen e

As a Result of Cellular Phone Use ""

- By KEVIN FLYNN

Even. as crime in New York Cxty
has declined, -the "number of 911
emergency telephone calls has in-
creased by 20 percent gver the last
two years, police officials told a City:

" Council hearing yesterday. The offi-

cials attributed the increase to the
proliferation of cell phonies, which
they said has meant that an emer-
gency like a car accident is often
reported not ofjce or twice, but many
times by people with cell phones as

'theydnveby
'mec:ty’ssllsystemlson aceto - responser
H - to the increase ‘in-'calls, Mayor Rusy

receive 12.7 million calls this year,

compared with 104 million calls -

placed in 1999, Police Commissioner
Bernard B. Kerik toid the C_ouncil'

Althmghmeworkloadofsn oper-.
ik said that their efficiency, -as:

gauged by -citizen complairits. and}
other measures, has improved. “The’

PohceDepartmenthasmetthecha]—-"‘
lenge of increasing - demands fur‘ .

service,” he said.

ButCamcﬂmansheldonS Lefﬂer-‘ ’

ﬂ)edlmnnanofﬁxecommmee,sad
that the city had been too slow to.
upgradethtel system,wmchﬁzf

* caused. by fatigue. .

sucemerinmieruanhattan

—ar

ln:

fered a sxgniﬂcam breakdown two-r

_years ago, and had been remiss irfr

not hiring enough Spanish-speaking
operators for a city that is 27 percent:
Hispanic. Of ‘the 1,200 operators who-»
aniswer calls, only 17 are designated-+. -

" as> Spariish' speaking. In addition;>:

union officials have complained that
a shortage of operators hasled the.»

“city to make some of them work long=~

hours of avertime, a situation they"*

‘have described as dangerous be-

cause of the potential for- m:stakes

This year, as part of hig'res

dolph W.Giuliani anniouned that the thed
city would. study the possxble cre-'z
anonofanew:illsysﬁ:m which-

~ could be .used. _for nmemergency
~calls,nowestxmatedtobeabout
ators has greatly expanded, Mr. Ker-; . pe : i

@Ilsystemaﬁofh{?éﬁuarten‘ﬁ'

Brooklyh, and plans to build 2 second™

| ¥



(Ihc Journal News

Sunday. Oecember 3. 2000

Opinion:

tifi.f_s.

"Cell phoaes vital -

| to safety network -

*’m‘nl‘“"‘mmloc\tos
“Oon't sell ouc die Humh.™ € am
i ma‘mimatmnkemmum
--along the &'nn:hmsom River Park
~and [mmw‘mmw“e
-] ers. You fail: c: see one obvious ces
‘| why de sace qiust cake chis-acrior
we in Westchesterhave hocriblecail
phoae service. As someone who-dr
i up and down the Huoch and (684
i day. Cam amazed ac how: poor- the:
i phone recepdon is there: There is.s
Wmmmrm—.comnmm

§-;
diiph

You may say thacail dris does is.cig

L trmm-mm
B E be aiking ox: cail phaaes while driv

it any- case. But cail phones are
convestience:. Cellitlar aetwn
have become an incegral partofoury
lic safety aetworic. Ambulances: u
them oy communicate o hospicais
them know thac they-2oenn tie way'a
" to geceacty intervention bz xphtysiciz
. Physicians are giving, up: dieir beepe

- |- hecouse: they are-mucizeasies oy cea

;. witht scelfufac phone: Gralf walks ot i
m“mottudhﬁtpﬁons
emergency sinadons: T

" help oucit
3 “‘mmoﬁﬁkmm,

‘E&emmmwsmm

fbe public safety aetwock. We aee
mmoameitumhmdmm\
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Servi..g Yorktown, Somers, Cortlandt, Putnam Val!ey and Ossining/John JayCr?ss RIVer- n o P o

April 12 — April 18
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'Cel‘l phone§ useful for
seniors |

ST [ S P TN . . ...
To the Editor: - o
- Many thanks to ex-Somers Volunfeér
Fire Chief Bill Siemerling for giving me

izhis cell phone for use in my. position 4s-

.School crossing guard. Used cell phones

- 1hay be activated witha 9-1-1 emergency” °
‘numbet only ‘at your local police station
.or New York State Police Station. There’
-is o’ monthly charge for this use. Contact ™
~your, Jocal senior citizen center to see if
they..will accept donations of used cell

_phoriés for their rmembers, -

* Thelma Barlow
Somers School Crossing Guard

*
A}



- respond.

THE JOURNAL NEWS
ROCKLAND EDITION
March 6, 1999

A grandfather’s
life was saved
by police, corps
I would like to thank peo- i -
E:_e for saving my grandpa’s

Re&ntl?.dtmngasnow
and ice storm, he got very
sick and had no regular
phone line because a truck
pulled down the wires that
morning. If it were not for
his cell -phone, - rescuers
‘would have not been abie to

My grandpa could not
breathe, and the E911 re-

m;moa,w‘

.Conger.r ’



THE JOURNAL NEWS
WESTCHESTER EDITION
April 8,1999

‘ 2 women
- rescued from
mountain

MICHAEL RISINI
The Journal News

PHILIPSTOWN - Two New City
women who got lost yesterday on
Breakneck Mcuntain were rescued
by local fire departments alter an-
other hiker called 911 with his cellu-
lar telephone.

“They got on the wrong trail and
didn't know their way back,” Cold
Soring Fire Chief Ralph Falloon
said.

At least 15 members of Falloon's
department and the North Highland
Fire Department pacticipated in the
rescue, which started about 6:30 p.m.

With few other hikers on the moun-
tain, Fallooa said. it was “total luck
and coincidence” that the New City
women found another hiker who had

" acell phoae. .

The women's names were unavail
able last night. The two, who were
described as in their 30s, both re-
fused medical treatment and were

- off the mountain by 7:45 pm.
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Cell Phones Are a Neces#a Y Part of Life

To tha Fditoc:

Your gaper ca July |7 canained
1 reminder for me of. & grodlem we
have that pcogle do act ink about.
On 7ago A4 rou had 1 giciurs of the
Mauac Kizco's Firemaa's Day
Paride. while on the facing pagzs
there ¥as a story adauc the contn-
sed irracioaal appesitdan to callular

phane wwers. Adtes e ganade. [ -

was driving up L:xingwa Aveauc,
gear whare onc of the czll towers is
xuppo:cd to go. [ reccived 2 pags’
from my hospital with an emer:
geacy code amached. { gied @ call
an @y c=il phone but had recsgtion
sa bad that ! had o drive to the
nearest gas saatica 4 avmber of
blocks away, but qaffic was 50 bad
because af te pacade letting auc
that ic took me 10 qunutcs w get @
anc. By the dme [ wis wle w call
back. the patient [ was being called

1baut had sulfered & cardiac wuvesc .
that the hospital sa(f were uaable :

to casuscitate him from. [ do aot !
-~ xaow if my calling in cadier would

have made a diffeccnce, but it iz
hard to arguc thac it would have
hurt the siuation.

Callulac wiephanes 1c2 naw aa
integeal pact of our socicty.
Ambulanczs use them @ commuai-~
cite @ hasgicals o let them knaw
that they are on the way and © get
carly interrentian by 3 physician.
Physicians ace giving up dieic bezp-
crs because they ue much casicr (0
rzach with 1 csllular phane. [a
Symam Hills, we Bave equipged our

school nurses with citlulae phones -

sa that they caa call for help from
the sccac of any acgidens. [n 3ll
walks of life, peagle are relying on
czllular phones to help out in emer-
12acy situaticas. Tacy ace 1 necss-
sary sant ol life now,

[n the abseacs of 1ay zcod clini-
cal ¢aa shawiag thae csllulac wow-
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‘ecz posc any heale cisks at alt. ¢
-would urze all péb

bple vha oppolc
them ta thiak for 1 szcand iad

" reconzider. Do you ceally wane the

ambulancs deiver o aat be adle (o
tell e hosovia!l diac chey e bring-
ing you or vour lovse one idta the
heagical with 2 cardiac amrest so thac
the hospial can be ready? Cellular
phanc: coatributs (0 2zneaal safety
in our communites. They ase 1 pat

O a2

al life now, Ceal wizh |
Yciaz s0 1ubdem in ye
tian. The lif2 you zave o
awi,

. Lowis Brusc:

(Tae writer iz direzior
Cure Anczihesialazy: ca
Surgical [aseniive Car:
Luke's-Raaseuelt Fazpi
New York Cizp)



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4611
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE TowN CLERK
DEBORAH GREEN

December 18, 2001

Mr. Verne M. Bell
116 Stewart Avenue Ext. #54
Newburgh, NY 12550

Dear Mr. Bell:

-,

~

I am in receipt of your correspondence dated December 13, 2001 regarding a Legal Notice
for Nextel's Wireless Telecommunications Facility, Route 207, New Windsor, New York.

I would suggest that you contact the Attorney for the Planning Board, Andrew Krieger, at
(845) 562-2333 to discuss the wording in the Legal Notice,

Very truly yours,

&b:mk@\&mo

Deborah Green, Town Clerk

Town of New Windsor
Dg
Cc:  George ). Meyers, Town Supervisor /

Andrew Krieger, Attorney for the Planning Board
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TOWN : LE:-K'S OFFICE

December 13, 2001

Ms. Deborah Green, Town Clerk
Town Hall .

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Dear Ms. Green,

I have in front of me the Legal Notice sent out to announce the Public Hearing on July
25, 2001 “on the approval of the proposed site plan of the Nextel’s wireless
telecommunications facility” located on Rt. 207, New Windsor, etc.

I question the choice of words: Nextel’s wireless telecommunications facility to describe

_a 150 foot monopole with a small facility at its base and would like to find out who is
responsible for the wording of the Legal Notice. If you can provide me with this
information, I would appreciate it very much.

ool

V¢ .Verne M. Bell

Thank you.

116 Stewart Avenue Ext. #54
Newburgh, NY 12550
845-569 8965
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WESTCHESTER OFFICE

94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD
TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10591
(914) 333-0700

FAX (914) 333-0743

LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR
New York, NEw YORK 10019-4|05
(212) 749-1448
FAX (212) 932-2693

WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS

NEW JERSEY OFFICE
ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
(973) 6226300
FAX (973) 622-3423

DAVID L. SNYDER* ) REPLY TO:
LESLIE J. SNYDER N

ROBERT D. GAUDIOSO Email to acharbonneau@snyderlaw.net

TADHITTED NY. 3 AND DC westchester office

June 26, 2001

Hon. Chairman James Petro, Jr.

and Members of the Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

RE: Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
Special Permit Application for a
Wireless Communication Facility at
Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Hon. Chairman Petro and Members of the Planning Board:

We are the attorneys for Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
(“Nextel”), in connection with Nextel’s application to install a telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) at the above captioned site. The Facility consists of a 150 foot monopole with antennas,
together with a related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof, located on an 84 acre
property within the OLI zoning district. The Facility will be utilized by Nextel to provide wireless
communications to the area.

As per §§48-21(M)(9)(b) and (12)(a) of the Wireless Law, the following Structural
Report from Tectonic Engineering, dated June 11,2001, is hereby submitted to attest to the proposed
Facility’s design to accommodate future shared use by other telecommunications providers. The
Report states “[t]he 150-foot Monopole will ... be designed to support an additional four (4) carriers
with twelve (12) panel antennas each.” Such shared usage will promote the Town of New Windsor’s
goal of minimizing the total number of telecommunications towers in the community.


mailto:acharbonneau@snyderlaw.net

We look forward to discussing this matter with the Board at the June 27, 2001
Planning Board meeting.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (914) 333-0700.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

—

André Charbonneau, Esq.

SMM:akc

Enclosures

cc: Esme Lombard
Maryanne Martabano
Dominick Scaramuzzino
Carlo Saenz

Tammy Rossie

D:ASSDATA\WPDATA\SS6\NEXTEL\ZONING\New Windsor\2035-pb.let2.wpd
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A

CORPORATE OFFICE:

ENGINEERING Mountainville, NY (800)-829-6531
TE C TON I CONSULTANTS RC. Other offices throughout the United States

2570 Route 9W (845) 534-31150 ) !:AX: (845) 534-3556
Cornwall, New York 12518 www.tectonicengineering.com
Honorable Chairman
and Members of the Board
Town of New Windsor Town Hall
555 Union Ave
New Windsor, NY 12553

June 11, 2001

RE: W.O0.# 1170.2035
NEXTEL SITE: NEW WINDSOR CENTRAL
ROCK TAVERN INDUSTRIAL PARK
ROUTE 207
NEW WINDSOR, NY
STRUCTURAL CAPACITY

Dear Honorable Chairman and Members of the Board:

Communications structures are designed in accordance with the Electronic
Industries Association Standard ANSI/TIA/EIA-222-F, “Structural Standard for
Steel Antenna Towers and Antenna Supporting Structures.” This is an American
National Standard. The ANSI/TIA/EIA standard was produced by professional
engineers experienced in the design of communication structures, to more

thoroughly address all of the design criteria specifically applicable to steel
communications structures.

The 150-foot Monopole will be designed to meet the ANSI/TIA/EIA-222-F
Standard. The Monopole will also be designed to support an additional four (4)
carriers with twelve (12) panel antennas each. Communication poles are safe
structures with a long history of reliable operations. This pole will be no more
likely to fall than any of the other properly designed structures in the area.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,
TECTONIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS P.C.

Jb_mc' Jo. i

Antonio A. Gualtieri, P.E.
Telecommunications Manager/Senior Structural Engineer

Cc: Snyder & Snyder

G:\Documents\1170 (Nextel)\New York\2035\1170-2035structural letter.doc
ENGINEERS » SURVEYORS * CONSTRUCTION MANAGERS

An Equal Opportunity Employer

e e e e
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PLANNING BOARD

: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 11/16/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS :

STAGE : STATUS [Open, Withd]

] . o A [Disap, Appr]
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: - 1-44

~ NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

- -DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE-------=-=~=-~- ACTION-TAKEN--~-~~~~
11/16/2001 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED
07/25/2001 P.B. APPEARANCE - PUB HEAR ND: APPR SUB TO

SUBJECT TO HIGHWAY REVIEW AND MARK EDSALL

06/27/2001 P.B. APPEARANCE LA :SCHED PH
ROAD TO BE BUILT AS PRIVATE ROAD - SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/16/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD SEQRA ACTIONS

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44
NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.
DATE-SENT ACTION-----------—-==mmeommmum DATE-RECD RESPONSE-----------
ORIG 06/18/2001 EAF SUBMITTED 06/18/2001 WITH APPLIC

ORIG 06/18/2001 CIRCULATE TO INVOLVED AGENCIES / /

- ORIG 06/18/2001 LEAD AGENCY DECLARED 06/27/2001 TOOK L A
ORIG 06/18/2001 DECLARATION (POS/NEG) 07/25/2001 DEC. NEG DEC
ORIG 06/18/2001 SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING 06/27/2001 SCHED PH

SPECIAL PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING MANDITORY - 500’ LIST
ORIG  06/18/2001 PUBLIC HEARING HELD 07/25/2001 HELD PUB HEAR
ORIG 06/18/2001 WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING / /
ORIG 06/18/2001 AGRICULTURAL NOTICES / /

ORIG 06/18/2001 BUILDING DEPT REFER NUMBER / /



PLANNING

. TOWN
AS OF: 11/16/2001

LISTING OF

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44

NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR -

BOARD -

OF NEW WINDSOR

PAGE: 1

PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL

APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION---------

11/05/2001 SITE PLAN APPROVAL FEE

11/05/2001 REC. CK. #37077

TRANS

CHG
PAID

TOTAL:

NY 2035

--AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

100.00

100.6G0 100.00 0.00



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 11/16/2001 - , PAGE: 1
: LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44
NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/18/2001 REC. CK. #1414 PAID 750.00
06/27/2001 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00
06/27/2001 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00
07/25/2001 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00
07/25/2001 P.B. MINUTES CHG 45.00
10/31/2001 P.B. ENG. FEE CHG 348.50
11/15/2001 RET. TO APPLICANT CHG 250.50

TOTAL: 750.00 750.00 0.00
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'McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL
CONSULTING ENCINEERS P.C.

RICHARD D. McGCEY, PE . nirary
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, = E. gecany
MART. J. EOSALL, P& wy. nitpa)
JAMES M. FARR, P E. .nvaryy

' MEMORANDUM

(via fax)
31 October 2001

TO: MYRA MASON, PLANNING BOARD SECRETARY

FRCM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER

SUBJECT: NEXTEL SITE PLAN
NWPB APP. NO. 01-44

9145628640  P.01

21 Main Office
32 Arport Center Drive
Syite #202 ]
New Windsor, New York 12983
(845) 567-310C
e-imail: Mty @att.net

U Regional Office
507 Broad Street
Milfcrd, Penmrsylvania 18337
(570; 296-2785
e-mail. erhepa@ptd net

[ have reviewed thz revised plan vith your stamp dated Oct 19 2001, with plan (last) revision

date {0/5/01

The plan has been corrected and is acceptable in my opinion

The approved plar: set included T-1, C-1, C-2, C-3 and S-1. These were the plans reviewed by
the Planning Board. These should be stamped approved once tees are paid. Drawings C-4,
C-3, E-1, E-2 and E-3 were added to the set afler the Planning Board approved the project.
These should not he included, should be removed from the set, and should not be stamped

approved as they were not part of the Board’s review.

1 have reviewed the cost estimate and it included many items not appropriatc for the Yite

bond. 1 have revised the estimate (as attached). The corrected value

A printout of our time is attached hereto.

Call «f you have ary further questions,

NGS5 Clocwst HETCL.doc
M5kt
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.Town of New Vﬁndsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

November 13, 2001

Snyder & Snyder, LLP

730 Fifth Avenue — Ninth Floor

New York, NY 10019-4105

ATTENTION: ANDRI:Z CHARBONNEAU, ESQ.

SUBJECT: NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS SITE PLAN AND SPECIAL PERMIT
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD #01-44

Dear Andre’:

As per your request, please find attached your portion of the minutes from the regular Planning
Board meeting of July 25™, 2001.

As reflected in the attached minutes, the above subject project was approved ‘“‘conditionally” at
this meeting.

If you have any further questions, please contact my office.

Very truly yours,

M% Mason, Secretary
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
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PUBLIC HEARING:

NEXTEL SITE PLAN AND SPECTAL _ PERMIT  (01-44

Andrew Charbonneau, Esq. and Ms. Tammy Rossi appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: This application involves a leased parcel
and construction of 150 plus or minus foot high
monopole wireless communications tower on the site.
This plan was previously reviewed at the 27 June, 2001
planning board meeting. It‘’s here tonight for a public
hearing. :

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Honorable Chairman, members of the
planning board, first of all, I’d like to offer our
sincere apology for being.a bit late, we had some
coordination problems. - Thank you for taking us
regardless. Good .evening, just to give a previous
overview of the site, I’'m Andrew Charbonneau here with
Schneider & Schneider.representing our client, Nextel

" - Communications. I’m coming before the board for an

application for site plan review and special use
permit. This is for wireless telecommunications
facility which is located or proposed to be located

right off Route 207 with access off Toleman Road. It

would be located on an 84 acre piece of property which
is the Rock Tavern Industrial Park and that’s in the
OLI or Office and Light Industry District, which is per
the town zoning ordinance a permitted area for
communication facilities. As far as the engineering
aspects of the site, I have our engineer, Tammy Rossi
from Tectonic, come up and explain to the board.

MR. PETRO: Tammy, we had a number of items last time
we were here, I see by correspondence July 12, 2001
that they have all been attended to which would be the
relocation of the entire facility in order to provide
75 foot restricted zone around the proposed monopole
that was the question by the board, correction of the
location map, I remember that was wrong on the actual
location map somehow, this is the Town of New Windsor,
inclusion of three inch bituminous surface and the
asphalt apron for the compliance and I see that’s done.



.

July 25, 2001 25

MS. ROSSI: Yes.

MR. PETRO:: I -interrupted.you,-you were going to--: ... ...

MS. ROSSI: Would you like me to give an overview?
MR. PETRO: Yeah, sure, it’s a public hearing.

MS. ROSSI: As Andrew stated, the access to the
facility is off Toleman Road and it’s located almost
center of the property about 600 and, over 650 feet
from Route 207 and over 1,000 feet from Toleman Road.

I have relocated the facility so that I incorporated
the proposed fall zone without taking out any trees and
I tucked it back away behind the existing rock wall so

the tree.line would, that you see out there now will m,;_
remain and the. facility itself will be behind that. . In: .

addition, we have proposed 9 six. foot arborvitae

shrubs, seven. of which are. in the front of the fa0111ty-:3

and two-I have tucked. two- in the Toleman side of the

property.to help integrate-into the existing trees thé£ l4

are there. We have:ra 6 foot.chain link fence that .
surrounds the entire facility. .which is. 60 foot square.
And we have a 12 x 20 unmanned equlpment shelter down
here in: the.. corner. :The shelter is unmanned, it’s

fully secured and monitored 24 hours a day, 365 days a.
week for fire or if a unit breaks down or anything,
it’s sends a signal to White Plains and someone is sent
out immediately. 1It’s visited about once a month, just
a normal truck would come out to the site and a person
would go in and monitor, check all the equipment, see
how it’s running, the monopole itself.

MR. CHAROBONNEAU: There’s green lattice work that
would be incorporated into the fence as well to get
additional screening as well as the proposed evergreen
trees to see into the compound so--

MS. ROSSI: The monopole is 150 feet, we have 12
antennas with 148 foot center line, the antennas
themselves are four feet tall by only six inches wide,
they’re light gray in color and will pretty much match
the monopole. That’s pretty much everything in a
nutshell. If you have any questions, I’d be more than
happy to answer them for you.
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MR. PETRO: What I’d like to do is open it up to the

“~“public and thHen'we’ll come back to the boardi ' -T Know = & &t

"there’s one gentleman here. On July 13, 2001, 60

-addressed envelopes containing the attached notice of
public hearing were mailed. At this time, if someone
is here, would like to speak on behalf of this
applicant, please be recognized by the Chair, state
your name and address. : ’

MR. PELOSO: My name is Keith Peloso, I live ‘over on
-Beach Acres, which is on the back side of this, it’s a
private road off of Station Road and I was just curious
- not know1ng exactly where they were planning on puttlng
thls 1n. Now I flnd out it’s-- R a

V?MR PETRO. A thousand feet off Toleman Road.~w»~»:” L
© -t MRYE PELOSO'“ Whlch puts it ‘up closer to my" back yard

=ﬂfnot that I’m one: of these not in my back yard. type
" people, but I have-seen towers that have been. .-

... constructed  that are pleasing to the eye and yet ‘I have«¥f~

‘“'gseen other ones that -are-atrocious. I don‘’t know-if-:
-you’re on Route 17 in New Jersey, it looks like a huge

"~ pine tree, you can drive by for months and months and -
‘one day, it’s:like that’s a cellular tower, it catches - . -

“you off guard. ‘Is there anything being done with this -
that can help it blend more into the atmosphere of area
up here?

MS. ROSSI: I think if you had this look like a tree,
it would stick out like a sore thumb because of the
existing vegetation around it, it would not be anywhere
near 150 feet. Obviously, it works better with shorter
monopoles, this monopole is going to be slim lined, I
don’t know if you’re familiar with the step monopoles,
they have flanges that bolt together, so they look a
like bulkier, this is not, it’s a slip joint and it’s
very slim lined, it’s light gray galvanized, it’s not
shiny steel poles that you see along some types, along
87.

MR. PETRO: This is just one single pole, this is not a
tower. :
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MS. ROSSI: It’s not a tower, one single pole.

" MR.-“LANDER: What’s the diameter: oﬁwthe pole?

MS. ROSSI: The base will be approxlmately 4 feet in

diameter, maybe skinnier, it all depends on the soil

boring results, to tell you the truth, and it goes up
to about a foot, to about a foot, it’s very sliim.

MR. PETRO: Anything else?

MR. LANDER: What type of trees are there now, what
size are they? o

MS. ROSSI: Well, in the front, it’s clear in front of

the fa01lity, we’re just behind the brush llne.

MR. - CHAROBONNEAU" As you can see,athe:nlne ex1sting

trees; currently these are the larger  trees that are.. .
directly -around the-facility and :then:.there’s. the nine:.
propased evergreen trees,-smaller:treeé«six feet in ..

ﬁwihelght.

MR. LANDER: So this pole might be twice the size of

MS. ROSSI: 'Oh, yeah, definitely and there’s more
vegetation around here but obviously of the scale
you‘re not coing to see that. This whole back area
over here has an existing tree line now.

MR. LANDER: From where this gentleman lives.

MS. ROSSI: Can you tell me where you live?

MR. PELOSO: Beach Acres Drive, it’s a private road
that comes in off Station Road.

MS. ROSSI: Do you want to show me on here? It’s about
1,200 feet to the back property line.

MR. PELOSO: Now there’s another tower up across the
road up here on Toleman Road?

MS. ROSSI: Correct, it’s right here.
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. MR. PELOSO: How high 1s.that tower’z
tMS. ROSSI: Approxlmately;"260 ‘feet.
MR. PELOSO: And you’re 1507
MS. ROSSI: Yes.

‘" MR. PELOSO: So, in the winter, I can see both.
Summertime I can’t see the other thing.

"MS. ROSSI: Did you see the ‘balloon that was, we did a
~crane test, actually had a balloon up there and took
" photos? Ce e SRR

Y UMR. CHAROBONNEAU° It’s in” the rendltlons.'-“

“MS. ROSSI: It was rlght 1n the exact spot it‘was a o
““couple months ago. - PR EE T e e SREter

'ﬁHR. PELOSO'~ If there’s leaves ‘on ‘the: trees, T wouldn't“"
see” it S S Twaye s DAL ]

.....

-~ “"MR. LANDER: So you have a séasonal v1ew7.fﬂ”'
'MR. PELOSO: Yes.

MR. PETRO: 1Is there anyone else who would like to
speak on behalf of this application?

MR. CLARK: I’m Lester Clark, I’m the owner of the
property. I neglected to bring a letter which I will
get to the secretary of the planning board tomorrow
from the nearest abutting neighbor on Toleman Rcad,
that’s the contemporary house, the first one on the
left, William Ike (phonetic), indicating that in his
particular case, he has no objection to the tower.
I’11 get it for your record tomorrow.

MR. PETRO: Thank you. Anybody else? Motion to close
the public hearing.

MR. ARGENIO: So moved.
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MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board close the public hearing to
the Nextel site plan and special permit on Toleman Road
and 207. Is there any further discussion from the
board members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. LANDER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO -~ AYE

MR. PETRO: I’11 open it back up to the board for any
discussion or questions you may have for the appllcant
I thlnk I’ve seen enough.

'MR. ARGENIO: Mark, item 3B? 0
' MR. EDSALL: Yeah. ‘%w~:'; Lo

*fMR ARGENIO: Access drive’ would be upgraded ‘to meet

private road standards?

MR. EDSALL: I did not recall the final decision of the
board. ' ' o

MR. ARGENIO: They are not building a private road.

MR. EDSALL: No, the only concern that the fire
inspector’s office had in the past was that if they
needed to get in any emergency equipment, the minimum
road that they care to drive fire vehicles on is the
structure of a private road, which is the 12 inches of
item. I wasn’t sure what the board had determined at
their last meeting but I still had that as an open
item.

MR. ARGENIO: Is that your intent?

MS. ROSSI: No, to tell you the truth, I tried to get
ahold of the town engineer and it just wasn’t, I didn’t
have enough time to resolve it so I’m more than happy
to take care of that. I wanted some clarification

s
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myself.
MR. EDSALL: I was away,so it’s my fault.

MR. PETRO: 'So what you’re saying we have three incheév
now?

MR. EDSALL: Well, I’m looking more at the gravel
access drive and they’ve got--

MR. LANDERi Three inches is for the entrance drive but
they also have--

MR. EDSALL: They’ve got eight inches of crushed stone,
what the private road is basically 12 inches of a bulk,
heavier shale than just an item 4 shale. :
MR. LANDER: So we really don’t need the crushed stone..
MR. EDSALL: “We’d want-item.

MR. PETRO: We have fire approval on June 19, 2001..
MR. LANDER: I’d rather see justAa-gravel road.

MR. EDSALL: I don’t even know that it’s necessary to
put o0il and chip on, that’s really intended to cut down
on the dust generation. If you only have somebody
going in there once a month, we don’t need that, it’s

more the structure, so they don’t sink a truck into the
ground.

MR. LANDER: 1Is that going to be 18 feet wide?
MR. EDSALL: It can even be narrowver.
MS. ROSSI: I have 12.

MR. EDSALL: I think 12, I’1l1l coordinate with Tammy and
Bob Rogers.

MS. ROSSI: I’1ll take care of that with Mark.

MR. ARGENIO: So you have to clean up the spec and the
detail for the private road.
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MS. ROSSI: Exactly, I’11 submit that with the final
plans.— . . cue i S s TN LI

-MR. PETRO: Why are you not going to DOT, exﬁlain one
more time?

MR. EDSALL: It comes out to Toleman.
MR. LANDER: I know the secretary’s new but--

"MR. PETRO: Did you submit anything to the town highway
department? :

. MR..- CHAROBONNEAU: - -For the access road? I'm:ﬁnsure of
- the question.: ’ e

'Jfﬁk.'fETsz séééegé road.

:;ﬁﬁ;véHA§OBbﬁﬁgAﬁ:  I don’t believe-anythinggﬁaé £ééﬁ
-submittgd tq»petaqu’tpaﬁlﬂr | Co e

Aﬁﬁ. ;Efﬁéé-TTfeaﬁingli£~aéfavdriveway?

MR. EDSALL: - That’s what it would be.

“"MR." ARGENIO: I said the town highway department.

MR. CHAROBONNEAU: I’m sorry, the town highway
department.

MR. PETRO: 1It’s going to have to go over to Henry and
he’s going to look at it/

MS. ROSSI: I can do that.
MR. PETRO: We’ll do a subject to, we’ll do an approval
subject to his approval because I don’t see any, looks

like you’re coming out with great sight distance where
you are.

MR. BABCOCK: The most comments that he would have that
he might need a culvert.

MS. ROSSI: That’s fine, 1’11 meet with him.
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MR. PETRO: You have to adhere whatever he comes up.
with on his approval. A et e

MS. ‘ROSSI: Sure.

MR. PETRO: So what’s the subject to, Mark, about the
driveway?

MR. EDSALL: It would be modifying the access drive to
a structure equivalent to a private road and final
details will coordinate with the fire inspector.

MR. PETRO: Plus going to highway.

MR. - EDSALL: And the application WOuld go to hlghway
for the cut onto Toleman.

MR. PETRO: Is that a motion?

MR. ARGENIO: Make a motion for final ‘approval for
Nextel New York State plan subject to what the Chairman

"just read into the minutes.

MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to
Nextel New York for the tower on Route 207 and Toleman

Road with the two subject-to’s we just wrote in. And
you understand the subject-to’s, correct?

MS. ROSSI: Yes.

MR. PETRO: Any further discussion from the board
members?

MR. EDSALL: Did you close SEQRA?

MR. PETRO: I didn’t do it, let’s just table that
motion and go to, I need a motion for negative dec.

MR. ARGENIO: So moved.

MR. LANDER: Second it.
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MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
- New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec -under -

the SEQRA process for the Nextel New York
communications tower on 207 and Toleman Road. Is there
any further discussion? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. LANDER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

" - MR. PETRO: I’1ll reopen the last motion. Is there any
" further discussion from the board members for final

. approval with the two subject-to’s? Hearing none, I’11
do a roll call. : :

» - ROLL CALL

* -MR. LANDER AYE -
-MR. ARGENIO - AYE. .-

MR. PETRO - : AYE
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LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WESTCHESTER OFFICE New York, NEw YOrRk 10019-41085 NEW JERSEY OFFICE

94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600

TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10591 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102

(914) 333-0700 FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 622-6300

FAX (914) 333-0743 —_ FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS

DAVID L. SNYDER* REPLY TO:

LESLIE J. SNYDER .

ROBERT D, GAUDIOSO Email to acharbonneau@snyderiaw.net

*ADMITTED NY, NJ AND DC westchester office

July 12,2001

Hon. Chairman James Petro, Jr.

and Members of the Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

RE: Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
Special Permit Application for a
Wireless Communication Facility at
Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Hon. Chairman Petro and Members of the Planning Board:

We are the attorneys for Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
(“Nextel”), in connection with Nextel’s application to install a telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) at the above captioned site. As you may recall, the Facility consists of a 150 foot
monopole with antennas, together with a related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base
thereof, located on an 84 acre property within the OLI zoning district.

In response to the comments of the Planning Board at the June 27, 2001 Planning
Board meeting, and the Review Memorandum by the Planning Board Engineer, Mark J. Edsall, P.E.,
P.P., dated June 27, 2001, we respectfully submit the following additional documents for filing:

1) Revised signed and sealed Site Plan prepared by Tectonic Engineering Consultants,
P.C., last revised July 7, 2001, which now includes:

i. the relocation and reorientation of the entire Facility in order to provide a
seventy-five (75') foot restricted zone around the proposed monopole,

il. correction of the location map; and


mailto:acharbonneau@snyderlaw.net

Hon. Chairman Petro and Members of the Planning Board

July 12,2001
Page 2

fil. inclusion of the three (3") inch bituminous surface on the asphalt apron for

full compliance with the New Windsor driveway construction specifications.

2) A design criteria and failure mode letter for the proposed monopole from Tectonic
Engineering Consultants, P.C., dated July 12, 2001, certifying that in the highly

unlikely event of monopole failure, the monopole is designed to remain well within
the requested seventy-five (75") foot restricted zone.

We look forward to discussing this matter with the Board at the July 25, 2001
Planning Board public meeting.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (914) 333-0700.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
André Charbonneau, Esq.
Enclosures
cc:  Esme Lombard
Maryanne Martabano
Dominick Scaramuzzino
Carlo Saenz
Tammy Rossie

D:ASSDATA\WPDATA\SS6INEXTEL\ZONING\New Windsor\2035-pb.let5. wpd
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PLANNING BOARD

: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/05/2001

, PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

APPROVAL
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44

NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------~ 'TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
11/05/2001 SITE PLAN APPROVAL FEE CHG 100.00
TOTAL: 100.00 0.00 100.00
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PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/05/2001

PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
4% FEE
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44
NAME : NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.
--DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

11/05/2001 2% OF COST EST. $34,400.0 CHG
TOTAL: 688.00 0.00 688.00

aheck #2



PLANNING BOARD
: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/05/2001 , , PAGE: 1
: LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44
NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

06/18/2001 REC. CK. #1414 PAID 750.00

06/27/2001 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00

06/27/2001 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00

07/25/2001 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG ' 35.00

07/25/2001 P.B. MINUTES CHG 45.00

10/31/2001 P.B. ENG. FEE CHG 348.50
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S1ene Reour acing grading S 3.00C
Bolierds $ 00
Fereing 3. 6000,
Ctecrai $o-nce S dpaw
Toico Bovic S TR
Oround \ssbing S o000
Srs Cranup 3 300
LUMP UM TOTA, ‘5-&
Accest el 15,000
Dinsga ljC B et e /209

P.o2

©pg..
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CORPORATE OFFICE:
TE c TO N l ENGINEERING Mountainville, NY (800)-829-6531
CONSULTANTS PC. Other offices throughout the United States

2570 Route 9W (845) 534-3450 FAX: (845) 534-3556
Cornwall, New York 12518 www.tectonicengineering.com

Honorable Chairman James Petro, Jr.
Members of the Planning Board .
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avene

New Windsor, NY 12553

July 12, 2001

RE: W.O.#1170.2035
NEXTEL SITE: NEW WINDSOR CENTRAL
ROUTE 207
NEW WINDSOR, NY

Dear Honorable Chair and Members of the Planning Board:

Communications structures are designed in accordance with the Electronic
Industries Association Standard EIA-222-F, “Structural Standard for Steel
Antenna Towers and Antenna Supporting Structures.” This is a nationally
recognized standard. The EIA standard was produced by professional engineers
experienced in the design of communication structures, to more thoroughly
address all of the design criteria specifically applicable to steel communications
structures.

The 150-foot Monopole will be designed to meet the EIA-222-F Standard with a
theoretical hinge point at approximately the 75-ft mark. Communication poles
are safe structures with a long history of reliable operations. This pole will be no
more likely to fall than any of the other properly designed structures in the area.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,
TECTONIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS P.C.

Antonio A. Gualtieri, P.E.
Telecommunication Manager/Senior Structural Engineer

Cc: Snyder & Snyder
1170-2035structural letter.doc

ENGINEERS « SURVEYORS * CONSTRUCTION MANAGERS
An Equal Opportunity Employer


http://www.tectonicengineering.com
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. . 0 Main Office

33 Airport Center Drive
Suite #202
New Windsor, New York 12553
. pc (848) $67-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL ., e-mail. mheny@3tt.net
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. ! sol";"a"' ood‘ Otrice
RICHARD D. McGOEY. P E . pivarn Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
WILLIAM J, HAUSER, P €. izvva vy (570).296-2755
MARK J EDSALL, P.E. vor.rcapa) e-mail. mbepa@pid.net

JAMES M FARR, P.E. cvara

DRAFT
ME RANDUM
(via fax)
. 31 October 2001

TO: MYRA MASON, PLANNING BOARD SECRETARY
FROM: MAFK 1 EDSALL, P.E,, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER

SUBJECT: NEXTEL SITE PLAN
NWPB APP. NO. 01-44

¥ have reviewed the revised plan with your stamp dated Oct 19 2001, with plan (last) revision
date 10/5/01.

The plan has been corrected and is acceptable in my opinion.

The aporoved plan set included T-1, C-1, C-2, C-3 and S-1. Thesc were the plans revicwed by
‘he Planning Boarc. These should be stamped approved once fees are paid. Drawings C-4,
-5, E-1, E-2 and -3 were added to the set after the Planning Board approved the project.
These should xot e included, should be removed from the set, and should rot be stamped
orroved o they were nosportof he Bomrdivryien o oo

o )

MYRA, I DO NOT HAVE THE COST ESTIMATE — PLEASE
FORWARD OVER SO I CAN REVIEW AN FINALIZE THIS
MEMO

Cail if you have ary funther questions.

NWG AR-Closccut- 103101 doc / /
St ol

TOTAL P.B1

9145628648 P.91


mailto:mheny@irtt.net
rrthepaQpld.net

FILE No.237 10,03 01 02:47  ID:SNYDERSNYDER FAX 5143330743

Preliminary Cost Estimate
Schedule of Values ( Lumip Sum ) for the Antenna lostallation

Site Name: Rock Tavern Industrial Park
Site #; NY-2038

Lump Sum Price ( All labor, supervision, material, equipment and transportation necessary
and incidental to the completion of the work refiected below,)

Activity Amount
Mobilization $ 2,800
mw & Instaliation of Antenna Mounts $ 7,000

" Grounding (inc 4- XIT rods) $ 15,000
S-carrier Monopole $ 55,000

© Monopote Foundstion $ 40,000
lce Bridges $ 300
Equipment Foundations $ 8,000
Shelter OFf Load / Setting $_ 1,000
Monopole Crane 3 4,500
Stone Resurfacing/grading $ 3000
Bollards ' g 800
Fencing 3 6,000
Electrical Service S 10,000
Teico Service S 10,000
Ground testing $ 1,000
Site Cleanup g S 3,000

LUMP SUM TOTAL S 167,200

na



(1 Main Office
33 Airport Center Drive
Suite #202
New Windsor, New York 12553
pCc {845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL e-mail: mheny@att.net
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. R e
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . nvapa) Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. nvany (570) 296-2765
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (v, Nspa) e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nrara)
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: NEXTEL OF N.Y. SITE PLAN
(TOLEMAN RD. SITE) .
PROJECT LOCATION: TOLEMAN RD. AND NYS RT. 20
SECTION 29 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 26.11
PROJECT NUMBER: 01-44
DATE: 27 JUNE 2001
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES A LEASE PARCEL AND THE
CONSTRUCTION OF A 150 +/- FT. HIGH MONOPOLE WIRELESS
COMMUNICATIONS TOWER ON THE SITE. THE PLAN WAS
REVIEWED ON A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY.

1. The application is subject to Section 48-21M of the Zoning Code, which identifies
Telecommunications Towers as a Special Permit Use. The use is permitted in the OLI Zone.
This application is for a new tower, not a co-location.

2. The Planning Board may wish to assume the position of Lead Agency under the SEQRA
review process.

3. The Planning Board should consider authorizing the mandatory Public Hearing for this Site
Plan and Special Permit use, per the requirements of Paragraph 48-35A of the Town Zoning
Local Law.

4 The applicant has submitted supporting information for the application in compliance with
various sub-sections of 48-21M, including Section 48-21M (5) and (8). This information is
currently in review by our office. The information should also be reviewed by the Board
members, for consideration at the Public Hearing meeting.

5.

I have reviewed the initial plan submitted and have the following comments at this time:

a. The applicant should verify that parcel 29-1-26.11 includes the small strip out to Toleman
Road. Please verify that the width of this strip is a uniform 50 ft.


mailto:mrteny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net

b. The applicant should verify that the easement conditions for the “buried cable easement”
has no restrictions for the construction of the proposed access drive.

c. The plan notes a 50° x 50 lease area, interior to the property. It is my opinion that this is
inappropriately small since other areas of the property are effected by the tower
installatior. An access easement is also required. Utilities are provided, but no easements
are shown. Restricted space surrounding the tower would be required relative to clearances
for tower ice-fall or debris and tower failure (as referenced in the code). Additional
restricted areas, and access or other easements, must be indicated on the plan.

d. The Board should discuss the gravel access drive. Usually, the Board requires that all such
drives are constructed to Private Road Standards, at minimum.

NWO01-44-27Jun01.doc

- ——— ——



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/16/2001 : PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
4% FEE

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44
' NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION----~-=--- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
11/05/2001 2% OF COST EST. $34,400.0 CHG 688.00
11/05/2001 REC. CK. #37076 PAID 688.00

TOTAL: 688.00 688.00 0.00

A3



. . 0 Main Office

33 Airport Center Drive
Suite #202
New Windsor, New York 12553
pC (845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL . e-mad: "*:“;':‘“"“‘
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. f m_,"""amd"" Strect
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . nvara Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. v any (570) 296-2765
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. ;v nusPA) e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nvara)
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: NEXTEL OF N.Y. SITE PLAN
(TOLEMAN RD. SITE)
PROJECT LOCATION: TOLEMAN RD. AND NYS RT. 207
SECTION 29 -BLOCK 1 - LOT 26.11

PROJECT NUMBER: 01-44

DATE: 25 JULY 2001

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES A LEASE PARCEL AND THE

CONSTRUCTION OF A 150 +/- FT. HIGH MONOPOLE WIRELESS
COMMUNICATIONS TOWER ON THE SITE. THE PLAN WAS
PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 27 JUNE 2001 PLANNING
BOARD MEETING. THE APPLICATION IS BEFORE THE BOARD
FOR A PUBLIC HEARING AT THIS MEETING.

1. The application is subject to Section 48-21M of the Zoning Code, which identifies
Telecommunications Towers as a Special Permit Use. The use is permitted in the OLI Zone.
This application is for a new tower, not a co-location. ‘

2. The Planning Board assumed the position of Lead Agency at the June meeting. The Board
may wish to make a determination regarding the type action this project should be classified
under SEQRA, and make a determination regarding environmental significance.

3. I have reviewed the revised plan submitted for this meeting, and have the following comments
at this time:

a. The plan notes a 60’ x 60’ lease area, interior to the property. As well, the plan now notes
that there is a 150 ft. diameter zone restricted from development (other than what is
approved as part of this application). Appropriate documentation (copy of lease) should be
submitted to the Planning Board attorney to verify this restriction is adequately
memorialized.


mhenyQatt.net
mhepaQptd.net

b. It was my understanding that the access drive would be upgraded to meet Private Road
Standards, at minimum. This revision is not included on these new plans.

NWO01-44-25Jul0].doc



555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
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LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WESTCHESTER OFFICE New York, NEw York 10019-41085 NEW JERSEY OFFICE

94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10591 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
(914) 333-0700 FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 6226300

FAX (914) 333-0743 —_ FAX (973) 622-3423

WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS

DAVID L. SNYDER* REPLY TO:
Ll . SNYDER .

;%SBEETJD_SGAUDmso Email to acharbonneau@snyderlaw.net

TAOMITTED R, Ny AND B¢ westchester office

July 3, 2001
Philip A. Crotty, Esq.
Attorney for the Town of New Windsor
Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553

RE: Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
Special Permit Application for a
Wireless Communication Facility at
Route 207, New Windsor, NY
SBL: 29-1-26.11

Dear Mr. Crotty:

I am replying to your response regarding our June 4, 2001 notification letters to
surrounding municipalities (including the Town of Newburgh), which we sent as mandated by the
Telecommunications Towers section of the Town of New Windsor Zoning Code. Of course all due
deference is given to the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, from which we seek special use
permit and site plan approval for the above referenced Facility.

As you correctly point out, the first sentence of the second paragraph should more
clearly state the ‘proposed’ nature of the Facility. There was no intention here to represent the tower
as a ‘certainty’, and the first paragraph of the letter does state we are “filing an application for a
wireless telecommunications facility (“Facility”) with the Town of New Windsor.”

We apologize for any misunderstanding. We appeared before the Planning Board on
June 27, 2001, and look forward to further dlscussmg this application at a Planning Board public
meeting in the near future.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (914) 333-0700. Please
send all written correspondence regarding this application to our Westchester, New York office.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

————

André Charbonneau, Esq.

cc:  James R. Petro, Chairman P.B. V/


mailto:acharbonneau@snyderlaw.net

®Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4630
Fax: (845) 563-4692

Attorney for the Town

June 19, 2001

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.
Snyder & Snyder, LLC

730 Fifth Avenue, Ninth Floor
New York, N. Y. 10019-4105

Re: Application to Town of New Windsor by Nextel of New York, Inc.
d/b/a Nextel Communications to install a wireless telecommunications
Facility at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Mr. Mandelbaum:

I am replying to your letter dated June 4, 2001 to the Town Board of the Town of
Newburgh, with a copy to the Town of New Windsor Planning Board. You should be
advised that further communication should be directed to the Town of New Windsor, or
the Town of New Windsor Planning Board at this address. This Town is a distinct
municipality from the Town of Newburgh.

You need to know that the information contained in the first sentence of the second
paragraph of your letter will be subject to careful review by the Town of New Windsor
Planning Board. In that regard I am forwarding you a copy of our Telecommunications
Towers section of the Town of New Windsor Zoning Code.

Very tpdly rs,

A. Cro
Attorney for the Town of New Windsor
Pac/pac

Enclosure

cc: George J. Meyers, Supervisor
Richard D. McGoey, P. E.
Robert F. Rodgers, F.I.
Michael Babcock, B. 1.
John McDonald, C.I.T.
James R. Petro, Chairman P. B.
Mark J. Edsall, P. E.
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. LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR '
NeEw York, New York 100(9-4105 NEW JERSEY OFFICE

WESTCHESTER OFFICE ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600

S e, NEW YR (212) 749-1448 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
éﬁimgg;‘ég EWYORK 19SS . - FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 622-6300
FAX (914) 3330743 —_— FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS REPLY TO:
DAVID L SNYDER* smandelbaum@snyderlaw.net :
LESLIE J. SNYDER Westchester office
*ADMITTED NY, NJ AND DC
June 4, 2001

Town Board

Town of Newburgh

1496 Route 300

Newburgh, NY 12550 .

Re:  Application to Town of New Windsor
by Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
to install a wireless telecommunications facility

at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Honorable Members of the Board:

Pursuant to the requirements of the Town of New Windsor’s Zoning Code regarding
telecommunications towers, I am writing to inform this body that Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a
Nextel Communications is filing an application for a wireless telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) with the Town of New Windsor.

Please note that the Facility will be located at the Rock Tavern Industrial Park, Route 207,
New Windsor, New York, and will consist of a 150 foot monopole with antennas, together with a
related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be designed to
support the antennas of four (4) additional federally licensed wireless carriers, in order to minimize
the overall number of towers in the Town of New Windsor and the surrounding area.

Ifjou should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

I fod—

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.

SMM:srw A
cc:  Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard/Maryanne Martabano


mailto:smandelbaum@snyderlaw.net
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PLANNING BOARD : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK -

In the Matter of Application for Site.Plan/Subéivisiomw of

Applicant.

AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
BY MAIL

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes- and says:

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age
and reside at %2? Bethlehem Road, New Windsor, NY 12553.

On %% /3. 200/ , I compared the éQ addressed
envelop cgntaining the attached Notice of Public Hearing with

the certified list provided by the Assessor regarding the above
application for Site Plan/Subdivision and I find that the
addressees are identical to the list received. I then mailed the
envelopes in a U.S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor.

. Mason, Secretary for
lanning Board

Sworn to before me this JENNIFER MEAD

b Notery Public, State Of New York
/ 3 day of , 20, Olmuo'dot‘vwm

/@ -

AFFIMAIL.PLB - DISC#1l P.B.



® rown of New V’lndsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4631
Fax: (845) 563-4693

Assessors Office

July 10, 2001

Snyder & Snyder

730 Fifth Avenue, Ninth Floor
New York, NY 10019-4105
Re: 29-1-26.11

Dear Sirs:

According to our records, the attached list of property owners are within five hundred (500) feet
of the above referenced property.

The charge for this service is $75.00, minus your deposit of $25.00.
Please remit the balance of $50.00 to the Town Clerk's Office.
Sincerely,

o ot )

Leslie Cook
Sole Assessor

LC/d W
Attachments W//’ ,
CC: Myra Mason, PB
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29-1-52" ¢ .

NYS Department of Transportation

Clo Pay Snyder

Passenger Trans. Div. Bldg. 4 Room 446
1220 Washington Avenue

Albany, NY 12232 \/

29-1-20.11

Kevin & Amy Lynn Goggin \/
553 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.12

Thaddeus & Joanne McCourt \/
559 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.13

Stephen & Mary Ellen Carolan
565 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.14 \/
Mark & Marcel Milstein

571 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.2

Charles, Sara Belle & William McCracken
Cynthia Leghom \/
601 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.31

Roy Galewski /
4 Denniston Lane

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.32
Daniel & Kathleen Kelly

625 Station Road
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-21.1

Lorenzo Jr. & Jo Ann Santiago

3 Kale Lane -/
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-21.2

Steven & Teresa Margolis /
4 Kale Lane '
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-27.1

David & Mildred Perez

539 Toleman Road /
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1.27.2

Jay & Diane Oldham

551 Toleman Road /
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-27.3

George & Iga Gottlieb

561 Toleman Road /
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-27.41

Raymond Czumak

1533 Little Britain Road \/
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-27.42

Raymond Czumak /
18 Schofield Lane

Comwall, NY 12518

29-1-27.51

Advance Broadcasting Corp.

C/o Sunrise Broadcasting of NY Inc.
P.0. Box 2307 v
Newburgh, NY 12550

29-1-28.1

Unitarian Society of Orange County
9 Vance Drive

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-51

Clement & Gwen Villa /
521 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-52

Edward & Anne McKallen
525 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-53.21

Vince & Linda McAdon \/
8 Beech Acres Drive

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-53.22

James Jr. & Joanne Cacioppo

10 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-53.23

Nancy Tienken

12 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-54

Kenneth & Hannah Chilson

12829 E Oregon Drive
Aurora, CO 80012

29-1-55

Robert Folkl

539 Station Road \/
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-56

Barry & Beverly Johnson
545 Station Road

Rock Tavem, NY 12575

29-1-57

James & Susan Quinn
6 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 1257

29-1-58

Manuel Jr. & Theresa Heredia

4 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-59

Keith & Pamela Peloso

1 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-60

Stephen & Maureen Hall
3 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-61

John & Christine Gozza
5 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

23D
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29-1-62 «

William & Phyllis Eich
538 Foleman Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-63

Ronald & Deborah Eaton
530 Toleman Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-69.1

Lloyd Harmon

577 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-69.2

Charles & Janet Churik
P.O. Box 220

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-69.3

Gregory DeAngelis

589 Station Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-70

James & Kathleen Manera
4 Abby Lane

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-71

Raymond & Carole Cutro
6 Abby Lane

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-72

Michael Merainer

3 Abby Lane

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-73

County of Orange
255-275 Main Street
Goshen, NY 10924

29-1-91

Safety Storage, LLC

C/o Gerald Sabini

580 Toleman Road

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

v/

J/

J

v

® ..

MTA C/o Airport Director

NYS Dept. of Transportation
Stewart International Airport \/
1035 First Street

New Windsor, NY 12553

31-3-1

James & Donna Flannery

1 Denniston Lane V4
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

31-322

Jacqueline Prestopino

1401 Little BritainRoad  //
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

31-3-3

Gordon & Margaret Beers

16 Judd Place /
Goshen, NY 10924

31-3-5

Little Britain Grange

C/o Francis Coleman

363 Lake Road

New Windsor, NY 12553

31-327

Judith Jacob

5 Denniston Lane \/
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

31-3-8

Mark & Sandra McBride

3 Denniston Lane v
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

31-4-2

Vera, Beverly & William Craig
C/o Beverly Jappen

225 Conklingtown Road
Goshen, NY 10924

31-4-3

Theodore & Deborah Strelevitz

1441 Little Britain Road \/
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

31-4.7

Donald & Barbara Hookey
1431 Little Britain Road
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

>0

31-4-8

“John O'Malley

1425 Little Britain Road
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

314-11

William Marshal Clenney

Shirley Jean Clenney

2 Denniston Lane l/
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

52-1-14

Frieda Netz

C/o Czamecki

520 Toleman Road
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

52-1-15.226

Lester Clark

Henry Vanleeuwen

400 BaMar Drive
Stony Point, NY 10980

e

52-1-16

Veronica Gargiulo

191 Oakland Avenue
Eastchester, NY 10709

George Meyers, Supervisor
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

o

Deborah Green, Town Clerk
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

v

Andrew Krieger, ESQ. ‘/
219 Quassaick Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

James Petro, Chairman Planning Board
Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

Consulting Engineers, P.C.
33 Airport Center Drive, Suite 202
New Windsor, NY 12553

(Vg



LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF NEW
WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York will hold a PUBLIC

HEARING at Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York on

July 25, 201 __ &t 7:30 P.M. on the approval of the

proposed - site plan ] (Subdivision of Lands)*

(Site Plan)* OF bbdnl'svdxeleste]a::npﬁmﬁashﬁ.]_ity

- Located Route 207, New Windsar, New Yok (Section 29, Block 1, Ik 26.11) - = ©
Map of the (Subdivision of Lands)(Site Plan)* is on file and may
be inspected at the Planning sczard Office, Town Hall, 553 Union

Avenue, New Windsor, N.Y. pricr to the Public Hearing.

. ‘Dated:’  JMy13 201. - - - " .7 . By Order of

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING E0ARD

Chairman
NOTES TO APPLICANT: I
1). #*Select Applicéble Itexm.
2). A completed copy of this Neotice must be approved pricr
to publication in The Ssniinel. -
'3). The cost and responsibility for publication of  this Notice

is fully the Apolicants.
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' LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WESTCHESTER OFFICE New York, NEw YORK 10019-4105 ' NEW JERSEY OFFICE

94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD . (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600

TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 105951 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102

(914) 333-0700 . FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 6226300

FAX (914) 333-0743 -_— FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS RERLY TO

DAVID L SNYDER* PLY TO:

LESUE J. SNYDER .

ROBERT D. GAUDIOSO . Email to acharbonneau@snyderiaw.net

*ADMITTED NY. NJ AND DC westchester office

June 29, 2001

Myra Mason

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

RE: Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
Special Permit Application for a
Wireless Communication Facility at
Route 207, New Windsor, NY
SBL: 29-1-26.11

Dear Myra:

Please find enclosed a check for $25.00 for the processing of a certified list of names
and addresses of nearby property owners within 500 feet of the referenced application. Please
institute processing at your earliest convenience, as we seek to provide notification for the July 25,
2001 Planning Board public hearing.

[ 4
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (914) 333-0700.

Thank you for your assistance.
Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

André Charbonneau, Esq.

cc: ~ Esme Lombard
Maryanne Martabano

Carlo Saenz _
D:ASSDATA\WPDATA\SSO\NEXTEL\ZONING\New Windsor\2035-pb.letd. wpd
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LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

WESTCHESTER OFFICE New York, NEw YORkK 100i9-4105 NEW JERSEY OFFICE
94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10591 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
(814) 333-0700 FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 622-6300
FAX (914) 333-0743 -_ FAX (973) 622-3423

WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS

REPLY TO:

DAVID L. SNYDER* acharbonneau@Snyderlaw.net
LESLIE J. SNYDER Westchester Office
ROBERT D. GAUDIOSO
*ADMITTED NY, NJ AND DC June 28, 2001

Orange County Planning Department
124 Main Street
Goshen, NY 10924

RE: Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
Special Permit Application for a
Wireless Communication Facility at
Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Orange County Planning Department:

We are the attorneys for Nextel Communications in connection with a proposed
wireless communications facility (the “Facility”) at the above captioned site. Pursuant to the request
of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, and the requirements of New York General Municipal
Law §239-m, I have enclosed one (1) copy of all materials submitted to the Milan Planning Board
in support of the application for the Facility for your review. Kindly forward any comments to the
Town of new Windsor Planning Board, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12553, within
thirty (30) days of receipt hereof, per GML §239-m.

Ifyou have any questions or require additional documentation, please do not hesitate
to call me at (914) 333-0700. Thank you for your consideration.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

André Charbonneau, Esq.

cc: Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Esme Lombard
Maryanne Martabano

D:ASSDATA\WPDATA\SSONEXTEL\ZONING\New Windsor\2035 County MI.239 notification wpd
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PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 06/18/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-44

NAME: NEXTEL - NEW WINDSOR - NY 2035
APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC.

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION-----~---- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/18/2001 REC. CK. #1414 PAID 750.00
TOTAL: 0.00 750.00 -750.00

~



LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
730 FIFTH AVENUE, NINTH FLOOR

o o 01-44

WESTCHESTER OFFICE New York, NEw YORK 10019-4105 NEW JERSEY OFFICE
94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD (212) 749-1448 ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10891 NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102
(914) 333-0700 FAX (212) 932-2693 (973) 622-6300
FAX (914) 333-0743 - FAX (973) 622-3423
WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS
REPLY TO:
DAVID L. SNYDER*
LESLIE J. SNYDER .
Email to smandelbaum@snyderiaw.net

*ADMITTEED NY, NJ AND DC

westchester office

June 7, 2001

Hon. Chairman James Petro, Jr.

and Members of the Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

RE: Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
Special Permit Application for a
Wireless Communication Facility at
Route 207, New Windsor, NY

Dear Hon. Chairman Petro and Members of the Planning Board:

We are the attorneys for Nextel of New York, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications
(“Nextel”), in connection with Nextel’s application to install a telecommunications facility
(“Facility”) at the above captioned site. The Facility consists of a 150 foot monopole with antennas,
together with a related 240 square foot equipment shelter at the base thereof. The Facility will be
utilized by Nextel to provide wireless communications to the area.

Pursuant to the Zoning Code of the Town of New Windsor §48-9, entitled “Use
Regulations”, and §48-21(M), entitled “Telecommunications towers”, the Facility is permitted at the
Property by special use permit and site plan approval from the New Windsor Planning Board. The
Property, which is located in the OLI zoning district, is adjacent to a commercial storage facility.

Kindly note that we attended a pre-application meeting with the New Windsor Building and
Fire Inspectors on May 16, 2001: Based on the foregoing, on behalf of Nextel, we respectfully
submit the following documents, together with the required application fee, in connection with the
captioned special permit application:

I. Ten (10) copies of the Planning Board Application Form, together with a Proxy
Statement and Letter of Authorization from the property owner authorizing Nextel
to file the application;

2. Ten (10) copies of the Memorandum in Support of the Application, including a Full
EAF and Visual EAF;



mailto:smandelbaum@snyderlaw.net

® o 01-44

Planning Board
June 7, 2001
Page 2
3. Ten (10) sets of signed and sealed plans, depicting the proposed Facility; and
4. Two (2) checks made payable to the Town of New Windsor, one in the amount of

$100.00, representing the application fee, and one in the amount of $750.00,
representing the escrow amount.

We look forward to discussing this matter with the Board at the June 27, 2001
Planning Board meeting.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (914) 333-0700.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very respectfully submitted,
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP

I Mdd

Seth M. Mandelbaum, Esq.

SMM:akc

Enclosures

cc: Esme Lombard
Maryanne Martabano
Dominick Scaramuzzino
Carlo Saenz
Tammy Rossie

D:\SSDATA\WPDATA\SS6\NEXTEL\ZONING\New Windsor\2035-pb.let wpd
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: June 19, 2001

SUBJECT: Nextel

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-01-44
Date: 18 June 2001
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-01-035

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 19
June 2001.

This site plan is acceptable.

The location map on the cover sheet however, is not in New Windsor.

Plans Dated: 5 June 2001 Revision 3
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& . New Windsor, New York 12553
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'NEXTEL OF NEW YORK, INC. (01-44)

Andre K. R. Charbonneau, Esq. of Snyder & Snyder, LLP
appeared before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Proposed communications tower with
equipment shelter.

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Good evening honorable members of the
board, my name is Andre Charbonneau, attorney,
representing our clients, Nextel of new York, Inc.

MR. PETRO: I like that honorable, very unusual from
what I usually get called.

MR. CHARBONNEAU: I’'m a fairly new attorney.

n

MR. PETRO: Completely interrupted your presentation,
didn’t 17

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Let the board be a guidance today, I .. .

don’t know 'if you want me .to go through a whole
introduction of our whole facility or--

MR. PETRO: 'Be more brief and to the point, we’re going ..

to go with the engineer, usually pretty yes or no,
quick. h

MR. CHARBONNEAU: We did have our presubmission meeting
on May 16th. We’re coming before you tonight, as you
know, for a 150 foot telecommunications facility
located on Route 207, New Windsor, New York. We’re
coming before you to request a public hearing being
scheduled possibly at the July 25th meeting, I believe,
which was just mentioned as well as to have this
honorable board declare themselves lead agency under
SEQRA. And, in addition, under New York Law 239, we
didn’t know if the board had put forth a notification
to Orange County Planning Department and as well as
submitting one copy of all the submission that was put
forth to the board and we’d be happy to do that at the
board’s request.

MR. PETRO: Mark, there’s not a moratorium or anything
that we’re unaware of with the Town of New Windsor
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against these cell towers or towers?

MR. EDSALL: Not that I know of.

MR. PETRO: 1It’s a permitted use?

MR. EDSALL: It’s a special permit use Section 48-21A
of the code outlines standards and performance
standards for these uses.

MR. PETRO: With the special use permit.

MR. EDSALL: Yes and I don’t know whether or not Myra
already has copies of this document circulated to all
the board members?

MS. MASON: No.

MR. EDSALL: It may be worthwhile that the board

-members pick up and review copies for when the public
-hearing, mandatory public hearing is held because

2. 48-21A outlines a whole barrage of information they

have to submit and criteria they have to demonstrate
the need. They have submitted a very thorough response

- +o 48-21A and I would think that for the board and at

the public hearing, it would make sense to you to take
a chance between now and then to look at this"

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Copies of this, ten copies of that
application were submitted on June 7th, if the board
would like extra copies, we’d be happy to do so.

MR. PETRO: Motion for lead agency.

MR. LANDER: So moved.

MR. ARGENIO: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency
for the Nextel of New York site plan on Toleman Road.

Roll call.

ROLL CALL



June 27, 2001 ' 31
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Obviously, we’re going to have to schedule
a public hearing because it’s mandatory because it’s a
special use permit. There’s one note here from Mark,
says plan notes 50 x 50 lease area interior to the
property, it’s my opinion that this is inappropriately
small since other areas of the property are affected by
the tower. Mark, can you pick up on that?

MR. EDSALL: One of the suggestions that I did make was
that they look a little more closely at the 50 x 50
because there are some performance requirements in the
code relative to debris falling off the tower or -ice
clumps or a tower failure that the area surrounding the
tower would be restricted to a dimension that’s
appropriate based on the the Town and those items, the
50 x50 -doesn’t seem to restrict enough space, Ifwould
think that either they have to lease the area they’re
showing and then restrict the area around it to- a
certaln dlmen51on or ]ust lease a larger area.

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Per,the code, I’m not an engineer,
but my reading of it, those setbacks are per ™the
property itself and there’s a 75 foot setback that was
mandated for the tower itself which is half of the
height of the tower. We currently have I think almost
510 foot setback for the tower itself, which is
generally that’s not for the compound itself, it’s for
the property on which the tower’s being situated.

MR. EDSALL: You’‘re absolutely right. The only
difficulty is if tomorrow or not tomorrow, but the day
after you obtain approval, another application comes in
and wants to build something next to your leased
parcel, there’s no restriction that this board can
enforce to keep someone from not getting that site plan
approval.

MR. ARGENIO: I agree with Mark.

MR. EDSALL: The point is we need to have the property



June 27, 2001 32

owner in conjunction with you meet the code with the
presumption that the rest of the property is not
forever going to be vacant, that’s the difficulty so
I’m looking to you for whatever the applicant and the
property owner see as the right solution to that issue.

MR. LANDER: Excuse me, it’s going to remain vacant?

MR. EDSALL: No, I’m saying that it’s very unlikely,
the point being is that they’ve got great setback to
the property, but what happens if some portion of the
property is developed a week after they get their
approval, we can’t control that. But they should do
something to protect the need and the intent of the
law. :

MR. CHARBONNEAU: As the applicants were willing to
follow the board’s lead on that, if I might kind of
remind the board that any further development on the
lot will have to come before this honorable board as
well, so you would still be in control of where it was
located at a future point-in time and. its an 84 acre
piece of property in the OLI district.

MR. PETRO: We won’t have any control:of setbacks to
the towers.

MR. EDSALL: We’ll have control by site plan, but won’t
have Nextel in front of us to tell us based on that
tower structure if it fails or what they anticipate as
a safe clear area around it. So I think we should
address it now so that we have it on the record. That
way, when someone comes back to develop the rest of the
property, we can say when Nextel was in, we identified
that we need a hundred feet saved.

MR. PETRO: I’m not too good with math, if you have a
150 foot tower, it would seem to me that you’d need 150
feet around it.

MR. EDSALL: Some of them are designed as to not
collapse as a tilting action but to collapse downward.
We need Nextel to tell us as part of their application
what the answer is.
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MR. CHARBONNEAU: I can corroborate for the monopoles
that’s the case, that they collapse on themselves in

either half or thirds, generally thirds .is the case,

but we’re happy to bring forth an engineering test or
put forth a report to this board certifying so at any
time in the future--

MS. ROSSI: Tammy Rossi with Tectonic Engineering. I
will submit the monopole drawings that will dictate
that the monopole will be designed with a weak link in
the pole itself so it will fail approximately halfway
down the pole, in the event, in the unlikely event that
it would ever fail, so it would be about a 75 foot
radius so you’re asking for an additional 25 foot
around the fence that would not be allowed to be
developed. Am I understanding you correctly?

MR. EDSALL: That’s what we’re looking for is that a
response to that direction.

J«..MS. ROSSI: And you’re saying structures, am. I

ﬂ‘understanding you correctly, structures themselves not
"being able to be developed in that area’ :

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Is that correct, the compound
perimeter releasing 50 x 50 foot compound area, you’d
like to see 75 x 75 foot compound area?

MR. EDSALL: Either expand the lease area or restrict
additional area around it.

MS. ROSSI: But the additional restriction, if they
wanted to subdivide the parcel, your restrictions would
be for additional structures, am I correct?

MR. EDSALL: For use of the property and the area of
influence of the tower.

MS. ROSSI: Like a wetland buffer type thing.

MR. EDSALL: Same idea except these hurt a lot more
than the wetlands when they come down.

MR. KRIEGER: 1It’s not only structures, any reason that
somebody might be there, like right-of-ways for travel.
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MR. BABCOCK: A parking lot, probably expanding your
lease parcel would probably be the answer in my mind,
if that’s possible.

MR. LANDER: Lot 2611 is 94 acres, is that what you’re
saying?

MR. CHARBONNEAU: I believe that a lot that we’re going
on is 84 acres.

MR. LANDER: I think we can expand that around that
lease area.

MR. PETRO: The board should discuss the gravel access
drive, usually the board requires all such drives are
constructed to private road standards at minimum,- but
you won’t really be using this drive other than to
service the tower on occasion, correct?

MR. EDSALL: The reason for that is the fire
inspector’s office told us-:as-a policy they consider
the private road standard the minimum road they want
for emergency vehicle access, so that comes down to
just if for some reason there:was an injury, someone on
the tower, whatever else, they want to have a road that
they know is stable so that they can pull in "a heavy
vehicle.

MR. PETRO: What’s the map show now, Mark?

MR. EDSALL: I think it’s roughly half the construction
standard of a private road.

MR. PETRO: Well, we have an approval from the fire
department. :

MR. EDSALL: I’m sure when I remind Mr. Rogers of his
pPrevious review on another job, he’ll likely--

MR. LANDER: So private road spec.

MR. EDSALL: It’s not a big deal, it just makes it a
little safer for heavy vehicles. :
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MR. ARGENIO: 0il and chip, isn’t it?

MR. EDSALL: Basically, 12 inches of shale with oil and
chip. :

"MR. LANDER: Can you make the tower look like a tree?

MR. CHARBONNEAU: We thought perhaps with the usage of,
future usage of the area that that might not be the
best avenue. However, we will be happy to provide a
rendering, picture renderings to the board in the form
of a tree, if the board would so desire, as far as
picture renderings, there are renderings of the tower
from different locations in the Town as well as per the
zoning code.

MR. LANDER: Only reason I bring that up they’re,~I’'m
not going to say yours is ugly, but one was put up here
in just, on the city and New Windsor line without
anybody’s knowledge and it’s ugly.
MR CHARBONNEAU: The connotation I.usually hear.is
toilet brush. C - R
MR. "EDSALL: Instead of a lattice: tower like Dean:Hill,
this is monopole.

MR. LANDER: Your location map on here is maybe for, I
don’t know where again, it’s a flag pole.

MR. LANDER: Seems to me it’s New Paltz.

MR. CHARBONNEAU: That we were going to bring a
correction in for that, but she said there’d probably
be future corrections as we’re seeing with the compound

area and the drive, so we’ll correct that at that time.

MR. PETRO: Entertain a motion to schedule a public
hearing?

MR. LANDER: So moved.
MR. ARGENIO: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
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New Windsor Planning Board schedule a public hearing
for the Nextel New York site plan on Toleman Road. 1Is
there any further discussion from the board members?
If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. ARGENIO : AYE
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO ' AYE

MR. PETRO: Contact Myra once you have plans, set
private road specs on the plan, secure the extra buffer
zone, you’re set for a public hearing, you’ll be put on
when you’re ready.

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Very good. Last area or issue that I
mentioned notice to the County under 239 municipal code
or municipal law, would you like to us do that, subnit
to thé:County one copy of everything that was subm;tted
to thls board? SR SR AR

MR. PETRO: Well, if it’s the law, then do it, I guess,
yes. it RIS "

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Very good.
MR. PETRO: You’re all set.

MR. CHARBONNEAU: Thank you very much. Have a nice
evening.



¢ TOWN OF WW%DSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (914) 563-4615
Fax: (914) 5634693

PLANNIN G BOARD APPLICA H ON

TYPE OF APPLI CATION (check appropnate item):
Subdivision __ LotiLine Change _ Site Plan_X Special Permit X

Tax Map Designation: Sec. _ 29 Block 1 Lot 26.11

1. N‘ameofProject Nextel‘ - New Windsor - NY 2035

2. Owner of Record_ Rock Tavern Village LP _Phone (845)786-6000
Address: 614 Little Britain Rad, New Windr, NY i3
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) ~ (Zip)
3. Name of Applicant Nextel of New York,Inc. . Phone(914) 448-4457

Address: One North Broadway, White Plains, New York 10601
(Street Name &Number) (Post Oﬂice) (State) (le)

4. Person Preparmg Plan 'Itactcmc Ehg:ma:mg cz:multmts P.C. Phone { 845 )534- 3450

Address: 2570 Route 9W,  Cornwali,New York 12518
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office)  (State) (Zip)
5. Attorney _ Seth Minklbam of Snydr & Snyder, LIP Phope (914)333-0700
Address © 94 White Plains Road, Tawr¥tokn ,NY 10592
. (Street Name & Number) (Post Office)  (State) (Zip)
6. Person to be notified to appear at Planning Board meeting:
Seth Mandelbaum,Esq. (914)333—0700
(Name) . (Phone)
7. Project Location: - o A '
(Direction) - ' (Street) Mo -
East of Toleman. Road .
(Direction) (Street)
8. Project Data: Acreage _84 | Zone OLI School DistWashingtonville
L - PAGE 1 OF 2 01 —Z‘é’

RECE\VEDA

( PLEASE DO NOT COPY 1 & 2 AS ONE PAGE TWO-SIDED)
| JUNTS 001



9. Is this property within an Agricultural District containing a farm operation or within 500 feet
of a farm operation located in an Agricultural District? Yes . No X

*This information can be verified in the Assessor’s Office.
*If you answer “yes” to question 9, please complete the attached “Agncultural Data

Statement”.

10. Description of Project: (Use, Size, Number of Lots, etc.) Wireless telecomnications facility
situated within a 50' x 50’ ﬁ:rceda:rpnﬂcmb:mrga 12" x 20" equipmext shelter

ad a 150" foot monopole.

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances fof‘this property? yes no

12. Hasa Spec1a1 Permxt previously been granted for this property? yes no X

ACKNOWLEDGI\/HENT

lF THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS COMPLETED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE
PROPERTY OWNER, A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY

" STATEMENT FROM THE OWNER MUST BE SUBMITTED, AT THE TIME OF
APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS APPLICATION. :

STATE OF NEW YORK)
<

'COUNTY OF WESKHESIER) = -~

THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND
STATES THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS
“CONTAINED IN THIS APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND
DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE
AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILITY
TO THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF

THIS APPLICATION

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: NEXTEL OF NEW YORK,INC.

ﬂK—DAYOE:>””UL~ ggﬁl B JL&QM%'AZ?AV;—-TAQI%%h%

APPLICANT S SIGNATURE

‘-W\\/V\/M g@%\ / i’rmdesﬁﬁbme,,]

Please Print Apphcant ] Name as Signed

TOWN USE ONLY:

RECEIVED - OL"M

EMJEAR@I@%ﬁéﬁ%%GHVED APPLICATION NUMBER

PAGE2 OF 2
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I1.

12

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.

T0 WN OF NEW WINDS Olé PLANNING BOARD

ITEM

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST

X Site Plan Title

X Provide 4" wide X 2" high box directly above title block
(preferably lower right corner) for use by Planning Board in

affixing Stamp of Approval (ON ALL PAGES OF SP)

Applicant's Name(s)
Applicaﬁt's A:ddtess

Site Plan Preparer’s Name
Site Plan Preparer’s Address
Drawing Date

Revision Dates

SO T R PR T T R & - R B o o]

Lo T o T oo

N/A

- X

X

Area Map Inset and Site Designation

Properties within 500" of site
Property Owners (Item #10)
Plot Plan

Scale (1" = 50' or lesser)
Metes and Bounds .
Zoning Designation

North Arrow

Abutting Property Owners
Existing Building Locations
Existing Paved Areas
Existing Vegetation

Existing Access & Egress

PAGE 1 OF 3

01-44
- RECEIVED
JUN 18 7001



PROPOSED IMPRO V’ZENT S

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

31,

32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40

41.
42.
43,
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50

51.
52.

53.-«

o ——— ——— -

X Landscaping

X Exterior Lighting
X Sci-c;ening
X Aécess & Egress
X Parking Areas
N/A_ Loading Areas
X Paving Details (Items 25 - 27)

N/A Curbing Locations
N/A Curbing through éection
N/A Catch Basin Locations
N/A Catch Basin Through Section
N/A Storm Drainage
N/A Refuse Storage
__N/A  Other Outdoor Storage
N/A Water Supply
N/A Sanitary Disposal System
N/A Fire Hydrants
X Building Locations
X Building Setbacks
BéSINES F;‘ont Building Elevations

TELEPHONE _ Divisions of Occupancy
EXCHANGE

X Sign Details

X Bulk Table Inset

X Property Area (Nearest 100 sq. ft.)
X Building Coverage (sq. ft.)

X Building Coverage (% of total area)
X

Pavement Coverage (sq. ft.)
X Pavement Coverage (% of total area)
3,658,744 Open Space (sq. ft.)
99,99%  Open Space (% of total area)

X No. of parking spaces proposed
X No. of parking spaces required
PAGE 2 OF 3

RECEIVED
JUN18 2601

01-44
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" REFERRING TO QUESTION 9 ON THE APPLICATION FORM, “IS THIS PROPERTY
WITHIN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM OPERATION OR

WITHIN 500 FEET OF A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN AGRICULTURAL
DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING:

36. N/A ’ Referral to Orange County Planning Dept. is required for all
applicants filing AD Statement.

37.N/A A disclosure Statement, in the form set below, must be inscribed
on all subdivision maps prior to the affixing of a stamp of
- approval, whether or not the Planning Board specifically requires
such a statement as a condition of approval.

“Prior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property on this site which is wholly or
partially within or immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm operation, the
purchaser or leaser shall be notified of such farm operation with a copy of the following
notification.

It is the policy of this State and this community to conserve, protect and encourage the
development and improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, and other
products, and also for its natural and ecological value. This notice is to inform
prospective residents that the property they are about to acquire lies partially or wholly
within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of such a district and that farming
activities occur within the district. Such farming activities may include, but not be
limited to, activities that cause noise, dust and odors.

Thus list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience of the Applicant. The Town of
New Windsor Planning Board may require additional notes or revisions prior to granting
approval.

PREPARERS ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

THE PLAT FOR THE PROPOSED SUBDIVISION HAS BEEN PREPARED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THIS CHECKLIST AND THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ORDINANCES, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

Z2M%@g A /ol

Llcensed Professional Date

RECEIVED
. Page3of3 © JUN18 200

01-44
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WR*BQ‘MI 04:21 NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS INC 914 421 2700 P.82/82

A - - . — .

LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION

Manicipality: Town of New Windsor

Application for zoning/approval

Rock Tavem Village, L.P., the owner of Rock Tavern Industrial Park, New Windsor, New York, Section
29, Block 1, Lot 26.1 and 26.22, does hereby appoint Nextel of New Yoak, Inc. (“Nextel™) and its
representatives, as Owner's agent for the purpose of completing and/or filing any application, form, map,
drawing, site plan or any other document, useful or niecessary in obtaining any zoaing approval, variance,
special permit or other land use approval or building pesmit (collectively, the “Approvals™), required to
provide Nextel with lawful access to, and the ability to use the Property for the purpose of instlling,
erecting or otherwise placing antennas, support structures and related equiproent on the Property. Owner
shall fully cooperate with Nextel and its agents in obtaining any required Approvals, Nextel shall be
responsible for all cost, filing fees, or any other expenses incurred in copnection with securing suy
Approvals.

ASSESSOR'’S PARCEL NUMBER: Section 29 Block 1, Lot 26.1 and 26.22

“Property Nﬂe;; |
By:
Managing Partner

Signed and Sworn before m this ﬂ77ﬁ day of 14/', , 2001.

Notary Public a Notury nlER BRANTI, o

01-44
RECEIVED
JUN 18 700

TOTAL P.@2



FILE No.272 04,09 01 02:58  ID:SNYLzK*SiLzn -

APPLICANT/OWNER PROXY STATE
(for professional representation)

. . for submittal to the:
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

-~

Rock Tavern Village, E.P.(Lester A. Clarkdeposesand saysthat he resides

“(OWNER) -

at_100 Ba Mar Drive, Stony Point, NY 10980 in the County of Rockland
(OWNER’S ADDRESS)

and State of New York and that he is the owner of property tax map

(Sec.__ 29  Block_1 Lot26.1 )
designation number(Sec._ 29 Block 1 Lot 26,229 which is the prcxmses descnbed in

the foregoing application and that he authorizes:

' Nextel of New York,Inc.,OneNorth Broadway,2nd Floor,White Plains,{10601

(Applicant Name & Address, if different from owner)

Snyder & Snyder,LLP, 94 White Plainszoad, Tarrytown, NY 10591
(Name & Address of Professional Representative of Owner and/or Applicant)

to make the foregoing application as described theremn,

C e ———

o

Date: \ 200 | ‘%._@EL
Wner

Witness” Signature , | Applicant’s S:gnamrc if diffefent than o

Represeatative’s Signature

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED
TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS.

RECEIVED

Jums:zum‘ 01 -44



TECTONIC i
CONSULTANTS P.C.
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! \PPROVAL GRAI TE

oY H VINDSOR

2570 ROUTE 9w
CORNWALL, NEW YORK 12518
(845) 534-3450

= |

2

SITE NUMB.
PROJECT NUMBER DRAWN BY

1170.2035 JMC
NO. DATE ISSUE
- 3/19 /01 FOR COMMENT

1 4/17/01 | FOR APPROVAL

2 4/26/01 PER COMMENTS

1/06/2001 01:28:10 PM, James Lulves, 1:1

3 6/5/01 PER LAWYER COMMENTS
N SITE NAME: NEW WINDSOR CENTRAL 4 7/3/01 PER TOWN COMMENTS
SHT. DESCRIPTION REV REVISION
SITE NUMBER: NY-2035 NO. NO DATE 5 9/19/01 REVISED DRIVEWAY PLAN
SITE ADDRESS: ROCK TAVERN INDUSTRIAL PARK s
ROUTE 207 6 9/21/01 FOR REVIEW
NEW WINDSOR, NY T-1 | TITLE SHEET 9 1/6/01
: , PROPERTY OWNER: ROCK TAVERN VILLAGE LP 7} 9/27/0V | FORS RERMIT
st S 614 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD C-1 | PLOT PLAN & NOTES 6 10/5,/01 ;
é > NEW WINDSOR, NY 125583 c-2 SITE PLAN, SETBACK MAP & DETAILS 8 11/6/01 8 10/5/01 PER ENGINEER'S COMMENTS
SITE C-3 | SITE DETAIL PLAN & DETAILS 6 10/5 /01
- APPLICANT: NEXTEL OF NEW YIRK INC. 9 11/6/01 | REVISED DRIVEWAY DETAI
5 3 ¢ DBA NEXTEL COMMINICATIONS C-4 FOUNDATION PLAN & DETAILS 2 10/5/01 /6/ DRIVE DETAIL
‘%Eg! ONE NORTH BROAIWAY C-5 | NOTES 2 10/5/01
| . WHITE PLAINS, NEW YORK 10601
!l ¢ b7l ‘ RELEASED
f 4 g JURISDICTION: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR S~1 [ELEVATION & DETAILS & 10/5/01 ELEASED BY D?‘TE
] { | . ki, Ll /4/D]
Y [ | % T CURRENT ZONING: OLI~OFFICE & LIGHT INDUSTRY E-1 | ELECTRICAL PLAN & NOTES 2 10/5/01 o — 0
-. / ) -3 ﬁ? E-2 | ELECTRICAL DETAILS 2 10/5/01
‘l' }‘,i Nearod @‘ | '%: SECTION, BLOCK & LOT: SECTION 29, BLOCK 1, LOT 26.11 E~3 GROUNDING PLAN, DETAILS & NOTES 2 10/5/01
| f1 ™ Y
{ ; i1 ‘ B8N ; ¢ {,} QUADRANGLE MAP: MAYBROOK APPROVALS
v‘ ", i P e 3
( é | -~ COUNTY: ORANGE CONSTRUCTION DATE:
g ; DECLINATION: 12 1/2'+ LEASING DATE:
‘f ' LATITUDE (NAD 83): 41° 28" 27" N
5 RF DATE:
, LONGITUDE (NAD 83): 74° 08' 02" W
v / I ZONING DATE_
7 { . L}
F q ,~
‘ y | OWNER DATE:
' #o i PROJECT INDEX SHEET INDEX .
| i - ;o -
_ ; , ‘ NETWORK ENG DATE:
ettt ——————————————— i THIS SET OF PLANS SHALL NOT BE UTILIZED AS CONSTRUCTICH DOCUMENTS UNTIL
2 i : ALL ITEMS OF CONCERN HAVE BEEN ADDRESSED AND EACH OF THE DRAWINGS HAS
L CAT'ON MAP SCALE: 1" = 1000’4 NEXTEL CONTACT: MICHAEL MAHONEY BEEN REVISED AND ISSUED "FOR CONSTRUCTION"
(914) 447-4336
ZONING CONTACT: ESME LOMBARD
(914) 448-4457 NY_ZO:SS
SITE CONTACT: LESTER CLARK
(845) 7866000 ROCK TAVERN
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR: TOWN CLERK
T INDUSTRIAL PARK
ELECTRIC COMPANY: CENTRAL HUDSON GAS & ELECTRIC CORP. ROU TE 207
JOE KISSEL
(845) 5634529 NEW WINDSOR, NY
TELEPHONE COMPANY: VERIZON
(845) 890-7100 12553
e e Y~ i RS ——
DBA NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
i SRS e : ONE NORTH BROADWAY
INSTALLATION OF A PREFABRICATED 12'x20' UNMANNED EQUIPMENT SHELTER AT GRADE '
AND (12) TWELVE PANEL ANTENNAS MOUNTED ON A PROPOSED 150" MONOROLI WHITE PLAINS, NEW YORK 10601
Sw— Meu— - OF FI( (914) 4921-2600
D \ CrpID T OrrFiICE: (914) 421-260(
PROJECT DESCRIPTION PISICE: () 421200
rAA \Yi%) SL1=L/V
SHEET TITLE
OWNE R
EL ) A It A LY i
=] NNING H‘_V'\i‘fi.\ l—‘TLt SHEE1
CHAIRMAN:
DATE
UNAUTHORIZED ALTERATION OR ADDITIONS TO A 7
DOCUMENT BEARING THE SEAL OF A LICENSE 3
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR IS A SHEET NUMBER
VIOLATION OF SECTION 7209 SUBSECTION 2 OF TH ————————
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW
ra),’ ES OF THIS DOCUMENT WITHOQUT A FACSIMILE by
Ol HE SIGNATURE AND AN ORIGINAL EME £ D .
SEAL OR ORIGINAL STAMP IN BLUE OR RED INK OF )
HE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVE YOR
SHALL NOT BE CONSIDERED VALID COPIE .
‘ QRIGINAL SIZE (1 NCHES . J
— e e TR : : B : = i & S : S - T il N PRSI S IS
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LIST OF PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 500 FEET

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

TECTONIC coisimans pe.

-

APPROVAL GRANTED BY TOWN OF NEV: WINDSOR

2570 ROUTE 9w
CORNWALL, NEW YORK 12518
(B45) 534—3450

NEXTEL

PROJECT NUMBER DRAWN BY

1170.2035 ‘_ RMB

NO. DATE __ ISSUE

— 3/19/01 FOR COMMENT

1 4/17/01 | FOR APPROVAL

2 4/26 /01 PER COMMENTS

3 7/3/01 PER TOWN COMMENTS

4 9/21/01 FOR REVIEW

5 | 9/27/01 | FOR PERMIT

6 10/5/01 PER ENGINEER'S COMMENTS

SECTION|BLOCK| LOT | OWNER ADDRESS
29 1 5.2 |NYS DEP. OF TARNSPORTATION PASSENGER TRAN. DIV. BLDG 4, ROOM 446,
c¢/o PAT SNYDER 1220 WASHINGTON AVENUE, ALBANY, NY 12232
28 1 20.11 |GOGGIN, AMY LYNN & KEVIN 553 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 20.12|McCOURT, JOANNE & THADDEUS 559 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 20.13|CAROLAN, MARY ELLEN & STEPHEN 565 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 ]20.14 |MILSTEIN, MARK & MARCEL 571 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 20.2 {McCRACKEN, CHARLES, SARA & WILLIAM 601 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
& LEGHORN, CYNTHIA
29 1 20.31|GALEWSKI, ROY 4 DENNISTON LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 ]20.32 |KELLY, KATHLEEN & DANIEL 625 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 21.1 |SANTIAGO, JO ANNE & LORENZO 3 KALE LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 21.2 |MARGOLIS, TERESA & STEVEN 4 KALE LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 27.1 |PEREZ, MILDRED & DAVID 539 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 27.2 |OLDHAM, DIANA & JAY 551 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 27.3 |GOTTLIEB, IGA & GEORGE 561 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 27.41|CZUMAK, RAYMOND 1533 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 |27.42|CZUMAK, RAYMOND 18 SCHOFIELD LANE, CORNWALL, NY 12518
29 1 27.51|ADVANCE BROADCASTING CORP. P.0. BOX 2307, NEWBURGH, NY 12550
c/o SUNRISE BROADCASTING OF NY, INC.
29 1 28.1 |UNITARIAN SOCIETY OF ORANGE COUNTY 9 VANCE DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 51 |VILLA, CLEMENT & GWEN 521 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 52 |McKALLEN, ANNE & EDWARD 525 STATION ROAD, NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553
29 1 53,21 |McADON, LINDA & VINCE 8 BEECH ACRE DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 |53.22|CACIOPPO, JOANNE & JAMES 10 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 |83.23|TIENKEN, NANCY 12 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 54 |CHILSON, HANNAH & KENNETH 12829 EAST OREGON DRIVE, AURORA, CO 80012
29 1 55 |FOLKL, ROBERT 539 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 56 |[JOHNSON, BEVERLY & BARRY 545 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12875
29 1 57 |QUINN, SUSAN & JAMES 6 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 58 |HEREDIA, THERESA & MANUAL 4 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 59 |[PELOSO, PAMELA & KEITH 1 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 60 [HALL, MAUREEN & STEPHEN 3 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 61 |GOZZA, CHRISTINE & JOHN 5 BEECH ACRES DRIVE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 62 |(EICH, PHYLLIS & WILLIAM 538 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 63 |EATON, DEBORAH & RONALD 530 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 69.1 [HARMON, LLOYD 577 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
28 1 69.2 |CHURIK, JANET & CHARLES P.0. BOX 220, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 69.3 |DEANGELIS, GREGORY 589 STATION ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 70 |MANERA, KATHLEEN & JAMES 4 ABBY LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 71 |CUTRO, CAROLE & RAYMOND 6 ABBY LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 72 |MERAINER, MICHAEL 3 ABBY LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
29 1 73 |COUNTY OF ORANGE 255-275 MAIN STREET, GOSHEN, NY 10924
29 1 91 |SAFETY STORAGE, LLC 580 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
¢/o GERALD SABINI
29 1 92 [ROCK TAVERN VILLAGE, LP 400 BAMAR DRIVE, STONY POINT, NY 10980
31 2 5 [AIRPORT DIRECTOR, NYS DEPT. OF TRANSP. 1035 FIRST STREET, NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553
STEWART INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
31 3 FLANNERY, DONNA & JAMES 1 DENNISTON LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 3 2 |PRESTOPINO, JACQUELINE 1401 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 3 3 |BEERS, MARGARET & GORDON 16 JUDD PLACE, GOSHEN, NY 10924
31 3 5&6 [LITTLE BRITAIN GRANGE 363 LAKE ROAD, NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553
c/o FRANCIS COLMAN
31 3 JACOB, JUDITH 5 DENNISTON LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 3 McBRIDE, SANDRA & MARK 3 DENNISTON LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 4 1 |GREEN, KAROLE & HAROLD 32 HARTH DRIVE, NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553
31 4 12,5&6|GRAIG, WILLIAM & VERA C. BEVERLY 225 CONKLINGTOWN, GOSHEN, NY 10924
c/o BEVERLY C. JAPPEN
31 4 3&4 |STRELEVITZ, DEBORAH & THEODORE 1441 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 4 7 |HOOKEY, BARBARA & DONALD 1431 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 4 8 {O'MALLEY, JOHN 1425 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 4 1%81?4 GALEWSKI, ROY CROKE 4 DENNISTON LANE, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
31 4 |11&12|CLENNEY, SHIRLEY JEAN & WILLIAM 2 DENNISTON LANE, NEW WINDSOR, NY 12533
52 1 14 |NETZ, FRIEDA 320 TOLEMAN ROAD, ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575
c/o CZARNECKI
52 1 |156.226{VANLEEUWEN, LESTER CLARK & HENRY 400 BAMAR DRIVE, STONY POINT, NY 10980
52 1 16 |GARGIULO, CAROL, HENRY, ALICE & SALVATORE|1578 EAST 233 STREET, BRONX, NY 10466

GENERAL NOTES

RELEASED BY DATE
[Cancletec” ] Liolsion
APPROVALS
CONSTRUCTION BATE: =~
LEASING DA s
RF DATEY s
ZONING DATE: . -2
OWNER AT 5
NETWORK ENG DATES =

1. EXISTING SITE FEATURES AND TOPOGRAPHY BASED ON A SURVEY ENTITLED "PARTIAL TOPO & BOUNDARY
SURVEY", PREPARED BY TECTONIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C. DATED APRIL 4, 2001.

PROPERTY LINES SHOWN BASED ON TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR TAX MAPS.
VERTICAL DATUM BASED ON NATIONAL GEODETIC VERTICAL DATUM OF 1929 (APPROXIMATELY).
NORTH DETERMINED BY SURVEY REFERENCE IN NOTE # 1.

ALL EXISTING BUILDINGS AND ALL OTHER SIGNIFICANT FEATURES HAVE BEEN SHOWN WITHIN THE LIMITS OF
DISTURBANCE. UNDERGROUND IMPROVEMENTS, IF ANY AND NOT VISIBLE, ARE NOT SHOWN.

6. THE PROPOSED FACILITY IS UNMANNED, AND THEREFORE DOES NOT REQUIRE A MEANS OF WATER SUPPLY OR
SEWAGE DISPOSAL.

7. THE PROPOSED FACILITY IS MINIMAL, AND WILL CREATE NO ADDITIONAL STORM WATER RUNOFF AND WILL
THEREFORE NOT IMPACT THE EXISTING STORM WATER DRAINAGE SYSTEM.

8. THE PROPOSED FACILITY INCLUDES ONE EMERGENCY SIGN, SEE DETAIL 6/C~-23.
9. THE PROPOSED FACILITY DOES NOT INCLUDE OUTDOOR STORAGE OR ANY SOLID WASTE RECEPTACLES.

10. ONE 100 WATT LIGHT FIXTURE, WHICH WILL OPERATE BY MOTION DETECTION, IS PROPOSED AS SECURITY
LIGHTING ON THE EXTERIOR OF THE SHELTER

11. DESIGN, FABRICATION AND ERECTION OF THE ANTENNA SUPPORTS SHALL CONFORM TO THE
ANSI/EIA/TIA~222~F "STRUCTURAL STANDARDS FOR STEEL ANTENNA TOWERS AND ANTENNA SUPPORTING
STRUCTURES". DESIGN WIND SPEED=75 MPH. (64 MPH IN CONJUNCTION WITH 0.5 INCHES RADIAL ICE).

12. ALL PROPOSED UTILITIES ARE LOCATED UNDERGROUND.

o e

13. ONE (1) PARKING SPACE IS PROPQOSED FOR ONE VEHICLE FOR MAINTENANCE ONCE A MONTH.

14. THE PROPOSED FACILITY INCLUDES ONE SICN IN ACCORDANCE WITH FCC RULES ON RADIO FREQUENCY
EMISSIONS 47 CFR 1.1307(b).

15, THE PROPOSED FACILITY IS NOT WITHIN THE 100 YEAR FLOOD ZONE.
OWNER: :
DATE
PLANNING BOARD
CHAIRMAN:
DATE

UNAUTHORIZED ALTERATION OR ADDITIONS TO A
DOCUMENT BEARING THE SEAL OF A LICENSED
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR IS A
VIOLATION OF SECTION 7209 SUBSECTION 2 OF THE
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW.

CORIES OF THIS DOCUMENT WITHOUT A FACSIMILE
OF THE SIGNATURE AND AN ORIGINAL EMBOSSED
SEAL OR ORIGINAL STAMP IN BLUE OR RED INK OF
THE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR
SHALL NOT BE CONSIDERED VALID CORIES.

0 1 . 3
™ ™ ™ —

ORIGINAL SIZE IN INCHES

NY-2035

ROCK TAVERN
INDUSTRIAL PARK
ROUTE 207

NEW WINDSOR, NY
12553

NEXTEL OF NEW YORK INC.
DBA NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
ONE NORTH BROADWAY

WHITE PLAINS, NEW YORK 10601
OFFICE: (914) 421-2600

FAX:  (914) 421-2700

SHEET TITLE

PLOT PLAN & NOTES

SHEET NUMBER
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BULK REQUIREMENTS

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ZONING DISTRICT: OLl, OFFICE & LIGHT INDUSTRY

N 04°38'43" E
96.00’'

¥ ENGINEERING
it 5 e BRQUIRED EXSTNG  PROPOSED TECTONIC st re.
AREA: § ACRES 84 ACRES  NO CHANGE — _
217,798 SF 3,659,012 SF  NO CHANGE [ T
N 63'53'16" E APPROVAL ( ) BY TOV DS
S 76'30'00" E .S 70'16'12" E 262.31" WIDTH: 200 FT 2214 FT+  NO CHANGE
» e i o . MINIMUM YARDS: [ ' '
¥ §5865391 A FRONT YARD: 50 FT N/A 631 FT | |
x S B1°37'22" E - 5 I
£ 167.00 —S 86'36'07" E L SIDE YARD: 50 FT N/A 508 FT \ |
S 67'50'12" E 52.30 3536-;? o TOTAL SIDE YARDS: 100 FT N/A 1655 FT |
: : : 50 FT N/A 1172 FT * ' -
28.84 REAR YARD: / | / %‘/‘/r
/ i REQUIRED STREET FRONTAGE 50 FT 1170 FT  NO CHANGE
7 I 2570 ROUTE 9w
CORNWALL, NEW YORK 12518
= — MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT: 50 FT N/A 10.5 FT e
N 73'52'30" E
e 19.00’ FLOOR AREA RATIO: N/A N/A N/A
iRk S 26'19'37" E
M D 185.70' PR MINIMUM LIVABLE FLOOR AREA: N/A N/A N/A
N 79'08'13" E e BUILDING COVERAGE:
sk / U g SF N/A N/A 268 SF
r;esg’s b % OF LOT , N/A N/A 0.007%
el DEVELOPMENT COVERAGE:
S 80'?2"2:" E SF N/A N/A 525 SF
r5\51010%559'36" : 98.00' / % OF LOT N/A N/A 0.014%
| ! — = MONOPOLE SETBACK: 75 FT N/A 544 FT
ACCESS DRIVE 0 ~ ——— '
SEE PLAN 3/C-2

INIMUM OFF=STREET PARKING SPACES 1 N/A 1 ]
. / NEX TEL

\ - ‘70'o .‘.'O_?

-

DRIVEWAY ENTRANCE [
(=
s ’ %, 6] (SEE SHEET C—3) / S l YARpD LEG END
; Wi~
| oEld : e 50’ / i | oo ke e PROPERTY! LINE
= & - PROJECT NUMBER DRAWN BY
o S 18°03'42" W of % L YARD Mo L SR ADJACENT PROPERTY LINE
D 24.15’ k. q;b/ AR ; & 1170.2035 RMB
' ; W e / SSRGSt 500" RADIUS
W }("‘T%OPROE?MEA[')NFGK&LD IEV?ETE)PED) II SR ] EXIST INDEX CONTOUR LU EEL
= 19/01 | FOR COMMENT
| —— EXIST CONTOUR SIS0 2 5
/ g | I X% X X CHAINLINK FENCE 1 4/17/01 | FOR APPROVAL
! / G o © SILT FENCE 2 | 4/26/01 | PER COMMENTS
: / % FRR WM PR PR MW PN ZONE BOUNDARY 3 | 7/3/01 | PER TOWN COMMENTS
| ’\ . / L s —— i s FIRE DISTRICT 2 9/19/01 REVISED DRIVEWAY PLAN
/ 2 TN e R e TAGRIBHITURAL DISTRIGN
TOLEMAN ROAD | / . / [ - o e 5 | 9/21/01 | FOR REVIEW
Ao & ——
Ly s — VY YV YV Y Y YYVYYYVY VYN EXIST BRUSHLINE 6 9/27/01 FOR PERMIT
/9 Bt 7 10/5/01 | PER ENGINEER'S COMMENTS
/\ / 7 et NN NN EXIST TREELINE /5/
S
: i -~ i / k4 e Ty T 8 11/6/01 | REVISED DRIVEWAY DETAIL
; <f N 61°43'14” W - =
| & / 38.32' & - o i L
/ al I mu‘;‘ \B B S L EXIST BUILDING
.
|| I ~
. 33’ WIDE AT&T UNDERGROUND Fe b RELEASED BY DATE
S Lo~ CABLE EASEMENT = P m MI “/610'
, C o~ Srj, e + v
~ o
i M| b~ 7\ SETBACK MAP
oy
/
- J/l/lN 67’,5,57”\ ,}\ CONSTRUCTION DATE:
W
T~ S SAEE 2 ™ - LEASING MATEs e
~ N 60'03'49" W & b
s o 3 g] RF DATE:
O
Y]
999,53 ~ IU’\ ZONING DAREe - o
/ N\SITE PLAN S g < OWNER DATE:
0 334 ’ ~ e
Nl s w2 ol \/ 5 i NETWORK ENG DATE:
EXIST CATCH BASIN
EL 518.76 — :
\\ 0 0 EXIST 3" WIDE
\Y‘,; g < DRAINAGE SWALE —
/ “\’ DOUBLE APPLICATION OF OIL NY—2035
, , /[ 612 & CHIP FINISH
EXIST IRON PIPE —, /| S G B _ s
\ - - - (SEE NOTE BELOW) - 4" CHOKER COARSE
} s e e > | 2 c” (SHALE TAILINGS OR FINE, DUST FREE MATERIAL) ROCK TAVERN
' ¢ DRIVE L e MATCH EXIST INDUSTRIAL PARK
— e e )
—i\ \ m— 0 ROUTE 207
B PROPERTY LINE » m— l -
rro - I NEW WINDSOR, NY
(TYP OF 4) pot e -
g L« . 12553
APPROX LOCATION OF \ -
& : EXIST 15" OAK TREE .
K 10 BE REMOVED \ / , T e 28
1 (TYP OF 2) / =EDGE OF FILL SLOPE 1:1 / PUAREIAAA 2R AN NEXTEL OF NEW YORK INC.
1 I / / FILTER FABRIC SRR S ks : i
! / / MIRAFI 500X OR > DBA NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
! ’ APPROVED EQUAL - el : : y
| i LSl R = S 4 ONE NORTH BROADWAY
EDGE OF ASPHALT APRON y COMPACTED SUBGRADE WHITE PLAINS. NEW YORK 10601
i k> y _ NOTE: OFFICE: (914) 421-2600
o — "*'“”“f o —— i — — i o Se——— G DRIVEWAY £ v o EACH OIL APPLICATION SHALL BE 0.5 GALLON PER SQUARE YARD, AND FAY: 914) 421-2700
/ STONE UTILIZED SHALL BE 3/8 INCH. - (914) 421-270C
[ \ ; SHEET TITLE
D R iy 3 R !
S GRESELY. (0T L ST e /™NACCESS DRIVE
/ U SCALE: 1" = 1'=0Q" DATE
EXIST ' o / =
JTILITY I-\ii; l;)tnul\::('\;l/( : ,,‘ PU\I\'N[N(.) BOARD SlTE PLAN’ SE]—BACK
POLE #83 , ‘, SE£ D ~é / CHAIRMAN: MAP & DFTAILS
L EDGE OF /( o . n DATE
PAVEMENT] /
; UNAUTHORIZED ALTERATION OR ADDITIONS TO A
" | DOCUMENT BEARING THE SEAL OF A LICENSED
‘ PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR IS A SHEET NUMBER
VIOLATION OF SECTION 7209 SUBSECTION 2 OF THE
G TOLEMAN ROAD e e A : i B P P , NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW
/ COPIES OF THIS DOCUMENT WITHOUT A FACSIMILE
NOTE ‘ / OF THE SIGNATURE AND AN ORIGINAL EMBOSSED
A DRIVEWAY CULVERT Wil F PROVIDED IF REQUIRED BY THE HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT SEAL OR ORIGINAL STAMP IN BLUE OR RED INK OF e’
/ THE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR i
" Df{lVEWAY P[_AN = SHALL NOT BE CONSIDERED VALID CORIES t
, - 0 1 2 3
ORIGINAL SIZE IN INCHES R ST St




N EXIST WOOD FENCE (’0)
(TO BE REMOVED) - TYP RF NOTICE SIGN 12'=0"
- S > @ S " -
U/G UTILITIES _ ,_e----,--0000000-0"““'1’/. SEE DETAIL 11/C-3
(TO EXIST UTILITY POLE) e —_ =\ P WELDED HEAVY DUTY 7 NEXTEL EMERGENCY SIGN
(SEE SHEET E-1) B S SE'EANDS ALUM'N'AZED BARBED WIRE HASP AND STAPLE SEE DETAIL 6/C—3
& g T L W/INTEGRAL DROP
/ ' TE CTON 1€ Soncurants p.c.
! 5 ‘ ‘ N POST CAP TOP RAL — | : . .} ) 1
e W o ¥ ¥ o [\PPROV/“V!_ (1“/“,” VoY U JII )
‘r l \ Qo \ 2l / —\*; . " 7 N WINDSOR
I > [ — 2" DIA . {
/ N DGO T ]
12’ WIDE GATE "1 s/e D Top RAL e SR |
3 ~ FRAME SELBIKEBEA
SEE DETAIL 3/C-3 A TN P RARRRAARRAA ;
>< ~ "IIIIIIL, |
& 3 6' HIGH CHAINLINK B 2 1/2" DIA POST @ 8"-0" KRR |
& 5 L b (3" DIA CORNER POSTS) , " AR
< / SEE DETAIL 2/C-3 31/2 ODIA - GROUND 5o %
GATE POST e -
/ 4 2" x 2” 11 GA GALV CHAINLINK COATED < JUMPER (TYP) e
/ ; Cl / WITH GREEN WINGED VINYL SLATS i e e
(=] (=}
& ,/ & \ / 1 INSIDE ! 2570 ROUTE 9W
’ O 2 X % °/ / Lo z) e CORNWALL, NEW YORK 12518
12° ACCESS DRIVE " TURNAROUND OUTSIDE k- ; (845) 534-3450
© W/10'x20' UNMARKED / 5/8" DIA STEEL
PARKING SPACE / / TENSION TRUSS ROD AT
6 GA TENSION WIRE WIRE ?Q/Qﬁ’\ % GATE (TYP)
RRRRRR 17
exisT , / 1/2° CROWN ik SN
: BRUSHLINE TO , GRADE RRRRRARRY =
6' ARBOR VITAE BE REMOVED / = ff SR RESBIBBBEEN
(TYP OF 9) - food XL ,
SEE DETAL 9/C-3 — i $ / \ T e %
BOLLARD GRAVEL SURFACING i CENTER _/ U ‘hege & 4 | |
55?: I;DEI:-TA?L) 5/C-3 // / el L St p [ DROP BAR s \gﬁ/ S SN |
= ot d //\ -~ }%\
| N A 24 ||
X7, SLOTTED B 2
i / % | MUSHROOM CAP TR
| RIS
5 %) o CONCRETE : : SRR £ { II ’ula
METER BANK / S5 J \ il 1'-0" Sl > Y R S
/ - T S = 1| DIA eI \ 7 =i
U/G UTILITIES / ‘ N \_ i S il
(SEE SHEET E—1) 2 \%ﬂ/{ CONCRETE [ lhs | A
/ .| | F AR | LR
3 ) ” I__‘. » L_I ‘@/
| HVAC UNIT ' : i e iR NOTE: e g/k 5
, & DIA Y CONTRACTOR TO INSTALL GREEN WINGED VINYL SO
ousT ’ (VP OF 2) 150' MONOPOLE AR SLATS ALONG ALL FOUR SIDES OF CHAINLINK &%@\\/k ‘ PROJECT NUMBER DRAWN BY
i ¢ f N FENCE AND ON THE DOUBLE GATE. A )% e
[ 5 KG
ArTEeg v 3 2 NO. DATE __ ISSUE
¥ [
20.5' = = =
: g w SCALE: 1/2" = 1'—0" C=3 J scae: 1/2"=1"—0" 3/19/01 | FOR COMMENT
TRANSFORMER — /" cone pAD — 1 | 4/17/01 | FOR APPROVAL
| u\/ | =
s CABLE BRIDGE : 2 | 4/26/01 | PER COMMENTS
'l / S et % : 1 E'LL%IS STEEL PIPE 3 7/3/01 | PER TOWN COMMENTS
‘ 7 = o GUARD POST
| Jb % - Vi ! f~F VA r) SILT FENCE = (&= 4 9/21/01 FOR REVIEW
| 12'x20" UNMANNED / SEE DETAIL 7/C-3 < =
NEXTEL EQUIPMENT / / %+ 5 | 9/27/01 | FOR PERMIT
: iy \ 3600 SF TOTAL : :
(SEE PLAN 1/C—4) e 3/4" CRUSHED STONE 6 | 10/5/01 | PER ENGINEER'S COMMENTS
| FIN FL EL 483'-2"+—/ \ / LEASE AREA (60X680 Aorw G35 Size #57 WEED BARRIER SHALL [ FIN GRADE a2
2 COMPOUND) BE TYPAR LANDSCAPE
| £ / FABRIC OR EQUAL [
\ = K o= J 2 | D)
5 o ~|  HeteESEees TR o <
5 | i GGG T CONCRETE
TREE PROTECTION SAA %
(TYP OF 4) :
\ . SEE DETAIL 10/C—3 s 2
PACTED SUBGRA
SITE DETAIL PLAN i - | TELEASED Y DATE
= - g E L iy leles Y | [1015)0)
SCALE: 1" = 10 |
1'=-6" : :
. 4 : /T\ GRAVEL SURFACING DETAIL e
f [ €=3 / scae: 1 1/2" = 1'-0"
MICROFLECT B509 :
. o\ PIPE HEAD-—\ - CONSTRUCTION MANE: ===
NEX TEL or new vork iNc L Bk S
° MICROFLECT BRIDGE CHANNEL :
T (B501 FOR 5' SECTIONS) RF DA s
B502 FOR 10' SECTIONS
DBA NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS ( ) S TR
9 = MICROFLECT SNAP—IN m BOLLARD DETAIL OWNER DATE:
IN CASE OF EMERGENCY - X HANGER BRACKET — .
CALL (888) 563-9835 ] g SOALE: 1/2" = 1'~0" NETWORK ENG AT
6' HIGH DARK AMERICAN = 11
ARBOR VITAE (THUJA - ——
SITE 4
DESIGNATION = NY-2055 - OCCIDENTALIS NIGRA)
; o e . NY-2035
/ 1 — #10 GA GALV ANNEALED STEEL WIRE |
PR — 2 STRANDS TWISTED. USE WITH 2" HOTIC! , ROCK TAVERN
(RED METAL SIGN W/WHITE LETTERING) . TURNBUCKLE OR APPROVED EQUAL. i
|
.('2 — THREE GUY WIRES EACH SECURED IN A g:idi;c'?qu'ency ('RF;) cr;l\::siona may Swrrd ;S.IC' = ‘Q i |NDUSTRlAL PARK
anaards for generag 'l exposure. Unly Quthoriz |}
N\ EMERGENCY SIGN 172" DIA REINFORCED. RUBBER HOSE o it = ROUTE 207
Eor_your sofety: © |
=3 P 1
ALE: = 1'-0 ne.
SCALE 3 ™, Emtuql:nl l;mr:hdi:(mlm of 7 feet from all antennas. | N EW WIN DSOR, NY
Do not stop in front of antenncs. |
-MICROFLECT B130 : |
/ FENCE P()S] @ / Rl For furher information, piecse call 1-888-563-9835 ond refersnce |
X 8'-0" 0OC / DIRECT-BURIAL PIPE - 3" MULCH osn-uumb.r. Nr-2030 ; l 1 2553
SILT FENCE FABRIC k 10 accondagce with FOC rules on odio fiequency seaissions 47 CER 1.1307() OJ !
(3'~0" WIDE) MIRAFI 100X T / _ TOPSOIL M&(O e -
OR APPROVED EQUAL | DO NOT ALLOW AR POC : _ e :
i TO FORM WHILE BACKFILLING. 2 i NEXTEL OF NEW YORK INC.
y r : : : : = (WHITE METAL SIGN W/BLACK LETTERING) ;
| RN W NATeR ¢ 2 ORMGE SAFETY DBA NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS
i —1/2" CROWN L 00 L and siiese R o b FENCE bt :
o e ‘ (MIN. 4 HiGH) RE NOT G ONE NORTH BROADWAY
\ _— METAL PIPE OR EXIST GRADE — = : _ m O CE S N G e SPEL
= \ T A /"?;IrRMLY DRIVEN METAL — WHITE PLAINS, NEW YORK 10601
SILT 4 X \ " BAR STAKES \_/ e A e il s
| 2 o 1/3 BURIAL OF (1 1/2"%1 1/2"x1/8" x 10") SCALE: 3 0 OFFICE: (914) 421-2600
OVERALL POST OR FQUAL & 6' OC ; 0197
UDRIL, e FAX:  (914) 421-2700
o CONCRETE : \//\/4'// \ SHEET TITLE
: NG I\ ‘
”| ; 3" MIN TR RN RY 2 ' b \r OWNER: Al
A & TAMPED | ‘ : DN DATE
EXCAVATED | © | | BACKFILL | i SR
/ '(. TRENCH | | COMPACTED SUBGRADE TO BE NOTES: ?ﬁ;ﬁ%{%}/\f\ PLANNING BOARD SlTE DETA‘L PLAN
\ ‘ SCARIFIED TO A DEPTH OF 6" B AL R CHN— Al ]
- LNDISTURBED SO \/ | ! BEFORE. TOPSOLL & TREE 1. BARRIER PREVENTS COMPACTION OF SOIL CARNANG o & DETAILS
! % | BALL ARE INSTALLED 4 AROUND ROOTS BY CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT. DATE
e * NOTE: 2. REMOVE ALL FENCING AND STAKES IMMEDIATELY ggéunmué& QtNléng)N OR ADDITIONS 10 A
NOTE THE TOP . > § : AFTER COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION. JUMENT BEARING SEAL OF A LICENSED
S0 reuce 10 8E wAIANED W puAC THE T0P 1/2 oF THE BURLAP L BE FOLOED DOWN PR SLONA CNGINEER, 3¢ LAoo SURIEVOR 5 SHEET NUMBER
DURING CONSTRUCTION PERIOD. REMOVE TRUNK IF NON-BIODEGRADABLE WRAP IS USED, ALL OF THE 3. OPTIONAL: 2"x6" WOOD FRAMING BULLT AS MESATON OF SECTION 2208 SLBGECTION 2 OF THE
UPON COMPLETAON OF CONSTRUCTION WRAP AND STRING SHALL BE REMOVED BEFORE PLANTING. SQUARE AROUND TREE. NS YOR OUCATION LAY
COPIES OF THIS DOCUMENT WITHOUT A FACSIMILE
OF THE SIGNATURE AND AN ORIGINAL EMBOSSED
/,\\ S“_T FENCE m DETA!L m PLANT'NG DETAIL DETA[L SEAL OR ORIGINAL STAMP IN BLUE OR RED INK OF !
— — : ' 10 \ L THE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR SN
w SCALE: 3/4" = U‘)LIALL 1/2" = 1'-0" U SCALE: NTS o3 SHALL NOT BE CONSIDERED VALID COPIES.
u SCALE: NONE ; - = . 'O
S =2 et e 2 . = SHOREE S S SR e LEls g ONORA. S38 AN Wewes - |




| —— 1]
| g NEXTEL AI\ITEN NA DATA
// I N PANEL ANTENNA NEXTEL
NEXTEL PANEL NEXTEL (DBB44HS0(E)-XY) Aaitcd Haplial ANTENNA_SPEGIFICATIONS
ANTENNA (TYP OF 12 | PANEL ANTENNA (RR90~12-00DA2)
SEE PLAN 2/8-1 — 2) | (DB844H0(E)—XY) SECTOR MODEL Q1Y AZIMUTH Jmp——
| SEE DETAIL 3/S-1 ! | 3'~0"x7'-0" 5'-0" SQ 1 DBB44HI0(E)~XY 3 30° TECTONI CONSULTANTS P.C. i
I INSULATED DOOR — CONC PAD s RRO0—12-00DAZ 1 30 |
S 0 II
I i / 2 DBB44HIO(E) - XY 3 15 TR TR R |
EXTERIOR LIGHT : |
| 47 3 DBB44HIO(E)—XY 3 270 | | S il
| LIGHT SWITCH —\ EXIT SIGN 3 RR90~12-00DA2 1 270 I | [ Tog i3 °
DECIBEL_PROD WIRELESS I
| ANTENNA MOUNTING 77 s . HVAC UNIT LUCTS o
. DBE44HI0(E)—XY RR90-12 0 | | & 2001
| PIPE (TYP) p " ) vd (TYP OF 2) i :
| 11 V) MANUAL AT ¥ . HEIGHT 48 HEIGHT 48
i Y e - i o : e
% SWITCH nesAet Jr. j -
I AZ = 270° 4 o o POWER PANEL ‘“-—EMERGENCY LIGHT  goaRD pela pt U el - i o I e ——
| B e 5 * + [l et ] iikin WIND AREA (CxA) 2 SF WIND AREA (CxA) 4 SF SRR L1 T
| | | [ [ I : + = KETS. 2570 ROUTE 9W
: ik i fus e ; ol o ALL ANTENNAS 70 BE MOUNTED ON DOWN-TILT BRAC N R e i
a (B845) 534-3450
| I | | I i | . i)
St i il CABLE
I 14’ LOW PROFILE PLATFORM i i - ﬂ ENTRY PORT COAX CAB LE SCH EDU LE
| (BY MONOPOLE MANUFACTURER) 9 | I I I [ I
I MONOROLE - [ ==l iy o COAX_RUN i COAX_SIZE [ MIN BEND RADIUS
| I;w I I I I I SECTOR ANTENNAS:
I NEXTEL = : : : - : 0 to 150 FEET ~ 7/8"¢ LDF5—50A CABLE 158
: 150' MONOPOLE poasiig Aapliolng I NEXTEL 150 to 220 FEET 1 1/4"¢ LDF6—50 CABLE 20"
| ISIEIEQ%EIKOJ?%ZI | 4 i )y L > 220 FEET 1 5/8"8 LDF7—50A CABLE 257
: [~ | L L (5 ) GPS_ANTENNAS:
0 to 250 FEET 1/2"0 LDF4—50A CABLE 15"
| ZT\ANTENNA MOUNTING PLAN = ” :
I m DE I AII_ > 250 FEET 7/8"¢ LDF5—50A CABLE 15
| w SCALE: 1" = &' — m PLAN
%) ~'/ SCALE: 1" = 1'-0" 51 e . £
< I NEXTEL GPS ANTENNA U SCALE: 1" = & NEX EL
Z A
5 | (IvP) ANTENNA AND COAXIAL SCHEDULE &
s | SEE DETAIL 11/5-1
Y | DOOR HOO ] I
o 2 = e ] = —— , == SOa a6 SECTOR ANTENNA| MECHANICAL | AZIMUTH | ANTENNA ¢ COAXIAL
Z | I I # DOWN TILT HEIGHT (AGL) | CABLE
& Z | HVAC UNIT COLOR MARK
o = ed
5k g2 | ! 1 T80 30 148'0" 1 GREEN PROJECT NUMBER DRAWN_BY
: - I -g -g 1170.2035 KG
s |
= o 1 2 TBD 3 . ‘A"
P : § : 0 148'—0 1 WHITE NO. DATE  1SSUE
1 BLUE
\ g (o I CONC PAD o] oR : % o7 i o 1_VIOLET L B
< I GRoOR . GONGH D 1 | 4/17/01| FOR APPROVAL
S | ‘ ‘ 1 4 TBD 30 148'—0" 1 RED
| =T S 5 = 2 | 4/26/01 | PER COMMENTS
| 2 2 Iee 139 1480 ZioREEn 3 7/3/01 | PER TOWN COMMENTS
| s\ SIDE ELEVATION 7\ SIDE ELEVATION : i
I g : S—1 2 6 TBD 150 148'-0 2 WHITE 4 | 9/21/01 | FOR REVIEW
I SCALE: 1* = & U SCALE: 1" = &' e
I 2 7* TBD 150° 148'-0" 2 VIOLET 5 9/27/01 | FOR PERMIT
I
PREFABRICATED £ 10/5/01 | PER ENGINEER'S COMMENTS
I ANT PREFABRICATED 2 EQUIPMENT SHELTER 2 8 8D e R ab o A
a | /' RSUETIE'SAINCQSEES EQUIPMENT SHELTER DOOR
<<
2 I MONOPOLE ROOF HacR METAL 3 g TBD 270" 148'—0" 3 GREEN
v I/ METAL FASCIA \ EXTERIOR ‘\
-1 '\ / LIGHT
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